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THE MAHARAJA^ DUI.EEP SIXOH. 


“ the Sikhs”, and its generous intentions having thus 
been frustrated, and proved to be fruitless and hopeless, 
no practicable plan remained except that of annexing 
the country, which Lord Dalhousie carried out ; and the 
Maharajah Duleep Singh, having been deprived of all 
claim to consideration by the Ijloodthirsty treason of his 
Ministei's and followers, was tieated with great forbear- 
ance, kindness and liberality, and endowed with a much 
larger income than could have been justly claimed for 
a Prince dethroned under such circumstances. 

Historical truth differs vei*y widely from this myth of 
oihcial origin. 

Many years have elapsed since, in reply to the Duke 
of Argyll,* Sir Charles Jackson ,t Mr. J. C. Marshman, 
and other abettors and admirers of the iniquitous and 
injurious policy of annexation, I made what may be fairly 
called at this date an exhaustive and final exposure of 
the Marquis of Dalhousie’s achievements, particularly 
of what was called “ the conquest of the Punjauh”.+ 
The Duke of Argyll’s little book was withdrawn from 
circulation, and since that time it may l)e said that no 
serious effort has been made to justify or defend Lord 
Dalhousie’s various procesfses and principles of territi)rial 
acquisition. 

Continuous and uniform experience, nowhere more 
conspicuous than in Pude, has utterly dissipated all the 
confident anticipations expressed by himself, his council- 
lors and his school, as to financial gain for the Empire, 
and provincial pro8|)erlt.y for the people. Notwithstand- 
ing the limited and languid interest felt in Indian affaii-s, 
the verdict pronounced against Loi"d Dalhousie’s policy 

* India vndtr Dalhoutie and Canning (Longmans, 1865). 

+ A Vindieation of iht Marqui* of Dalhovtie’t Indian Admini^iatiim 
(Smith and Elder), 1865. 

{ Rttrooptcf* and of Iralian Poh'rg (Triilmer), 1 868. 
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by both the practical statesmanship and the popuhtr 
sentiment of Great Britain, has nevw been revets^ ov- 
shaken ; and in obedience to the national fiat no renewal 
of acquisitive operations, except in the case of M3rsore, 
which was negatived, has been proposed finm Calcutta 
since the rebellion of 1857 . 

But although the political world at home may be j>er- 
^a^led by more healthy views and feelings, the old spirit 
of arrogant and grasping self-sufficiency, the spirit which 
informed and animated Lord Dalhousie as its instrument, 
still prevails among the Anglo-Indian “ Services” — ^the 
alien buieaiiciucy domineering over a vast population, 
with no cla.ss of whom it mingles or sympathises. No- 
thing but a tempting opportunity is needed to bring us at 
any time from India some plausible [)ropos{il for annexing a 
State, for confiscating landed pxoperty, for mediatising a 
Prince, or for disendowing, wliolly or in jxart, a Prince 
who has Ixeen mediatised. In the interests, therefore, of 
tiie Empire, the stability and solvency of which are un- 
de rniiiied and endangered by every dereliction from 
treaty engagements and from Imperial good faitli, I 
tliiiik it advisable that Chapter vi of my book, now 
out of jn’int, containing the truth with regard to the 
l^unjaiil) State and the Maharajah Duleep Singh, shall 
once more be placed before the public as an example and 
a warning. 

The following pages will prove tliat, when the rebellion 
broke out in the Punjaub in 1848, the British Govern- 
ment was the Guardian of the Maharajah Duleep Singh. 
The exercise of the functions of Government in the Pun- 
jaub, the tutelage of the infant Sovereign, the custody of 
his Palace, his possessions and his person, remained for 
three years in the hands of the British Kesident ; and 
the quietude and continuity of that charge were never 
interi'U])ted or disturlxjd fur a single hour by any incident 
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of the rebellion, or by any military operation in or near 
the capital city of Lahore. The British Government, 
under the guidance of Lord Dalliousie,— annexation 
being secretly premeditated,—turned the treaty of 
Guardianship to the fullest account, with the Mahara- 
jali’s troops and resources, and the influence of his name, 
for the suppression of the rebellion, and then declared 
the Ti’eaty to be at an end, and the Punjaub “con- 
quered". 

This will be enough to show that the Maharajah 
Luleep Hingh did not in 184'J, and does not now, stand 
before the Britisli Government as an object of Ijounty, 
but as one who was in full and lawful possession of a 
sovereignty, with whom “ Terms", equivalent to a Treaty 
of territorial cession, were concluded, which gave some- 
thing like regularity and legality to what would other- 
wise have Iwriie an as})ect of naked lawlessness, and to 
what was, in fact, no “concjiiest", but a violent breach of 
trust. 



ANNEXATION OF THE PUNJAUB. 


The Duke of Argyll says of Uie annexation of the Punjaub 
that “ tliere is no need to defend It in point of right, and 
JUS little not'd now to suj)}»ort it in I’espect to policy.”* Sir 
(•liarles .laekson ctmsidei’s that fu.'.<juisition to lie so com- 
pletely removed IVtnn the sjdiere of controversy, that at 
the outset t>l'the \ iiulirotion he declares his intention of 
"passing it over in silence.” f 
Mr. Marshinan, formerly Editor of The Friend of 
India, X in liis lecently published History, declares, that 
"to ofler any vindication of a measure which even the 
nK)st prejudiced of Lord Dalhousie’s opponents have not 
ventured to imjmgn, would he altogether redundant.” § 
Those" tifth-rate writers” — as the I hike of Argyll calls 
them — are more "j»rejudlced” than Mr. Marshman sup- 

pO,S(‘S. 

The annexation of the Punjaub was promptly impugned 
by Mr. John Sullivan, ivho had been a Member of Council 
at Madras, in a {>amphlet jmblished in 1850, and by Mr. 
J, M. Ludlow, in Wis" Britidi Iiidht, its Jiiices and Its 
But, wliile 1, also, must dispute both the 
right juid the policy of that so-called conquest, I freely 
admit that, — mainly because it looked like a conquest, — 

* India umhr Ditlhomie and (Janniny^ p. 4. 
t A Vimlirtttion, p. 3. 

J A weekly paper, published at Serampore near Calcutta, and con- 
ducted with great ability, which steadily supported all Lord Dalhouaie’s 
measures, Mr. Marshman is mentioned several times in General Sir 
William Sleeman’s Journey through Oude (Bentley, 1858) — see vol. ii, 
pp. 390, 397,— as the writer of ‘'rabid articles” in favour of the absorp- 
tion of Native States ; and is stigmatised by Sir Hemy Lawrence as “a 
j)crfect filibuster”, — Kaye’s of Indian Officers^ vol. ii, p. 314. Any 
testimony, therefore, that we may extract from him will lie understood 
as coming from a witness very favourable to Lord Dalhousie. 

§ llvstory of India. By John Clark Marshman (Longmans, 1867), 
vol hi, p. 349. II Vol ii, pp. 166, 167. 
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it has never excited the same di^fust as the annexations 
of Nagpore, Jhansi, and Oude. The iniquity of the trans- 
action was shrouded by the smoke of battle ; and its im- 
policy, gradually becoming apparent, was hidden once 
more, for a time, when the Punjaub poured forth to our 
assistance, in the crisis of the rebellion, the troops that 
we had previously poured into it. 

The same may be said of a still more iniquitous aftaii-, 
the conquest of Scinde. There was a fight for it. Although 
the Ameei-s were goaded to resistance by a series of in- 
creasing demands, intolerable provocations, and a menacing 
advance upon their capital, tlie mere fact of their resist- 
ance made their violent expulsion from Scinde less inju- 
rious to our fame than the cjuiet spoliation of a friendly 
family. Public opinion in India, even in royal palaces, is 
not educated to the pitch of examining into the di])lo- 
matic details of a rupture, unless the scene of action be 
very close at hand. The sword was drawn ; blood was 
shetl ; no further justification was required. 

The impolicy of Lord Dalhousie’s peaceful annexations 
consisted, in a gi-eat measure, in the moral aspect which 
they presented to the \\ orld of India. The moral objec- 
tions to annexing the Punjaub were, doubtless, much less 
manifest. The impolicy avjis, therefore, less obvious. And 
I can well understJind that Ijord Dalhousie himself, when 
he decided on converting the Punja\ib into a British Pro- 
vince, may have had few or iione of those compunctious 
vlsitings, those “doubts and scruples”, by whicn he wiis 
disturl)ed, according to the Duke of Argyll and Sir 
Chailes Jackson, diwing the process of annexing Oude.* 

In a despatch to the Seci'et Committee of the Court of 
Directoi's, — dated the 7th April 1849, — he endeavoured 
to jirove that we could justly take mlvantage of our 
military force to make the Punjaub “ a profitable posses- 
sion ’’f for ourselves ; but the endeavour seems to me to 
be all in vain. No justification is made out at all. 

Duleep Singh was the Ward of the British Government. 
Of this there can be no question. By the Articles of 
Agreement of the 16th December 1846, the British Go- 

• A Vindication^ p. 130; and India under Dalhousie tutd Canning^ 

t Pia^jaub^ |>. 66 J. 
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vcnimeut undertook “ the msuntenance an administi-a- 
tion, and the protection of the Mahanyah Duleep Singh 
during the minority of ins Highness.”* This engagement 
was to “cease and terminate on his Highness attaining 
the full age of sixteen years, or on the 4th September 
1854.”t The Governor-General, Lord Hardinge, wislied 
that “the new tenns of agreement entered into for pro- 
tecting the Maharajah during his minority, should bo 
made as public as possible.” In tine General rroclaination 
ol‘ the 20th August 1847, tlie Governor-General an- 
nounced that he felt “the interest of a father in the 
education and guardianship of the young Prince,” and 
that “he had at heart the peace and security of this 
country", the Punjaub, “ the firm establishment of the 
State, and the honour of the Maharajali tuid his 
Minister's. 

In order “to maintain the administmtion of the Ijahorc 
State during the minority of the Maliarajah,”the Governor- 
Geneml was armed with supreme and plenary power, and 
Avas “at liberty to occu])y witli British soldiers such }X)si- 
tions as he may think fit, for the security of the capital, 
for the protection of the Maiiarajah, and the preservation 
of the peace of the country.” The British Resident was 
placed at the head of the administration, with “full 
authority to direct and control all matters in every 
de|)artment of the State. "§ Subject to the insti-uctions 
of the Govenior-General, “ unltimtcd potivrti" were given 
to the Resident. II 

liord Dalhousie declares that the British Government 
“ maintained the Government of the State in the Council 
of Regency."* That Council was merely one |»art of the 
niachinei-y instituted by tlie Governor-General, and kept 
in |>ert‘ect subordination to British authority. 

Loi-d Hardinge thus describes the new arrangement, in 
a despatch to the Secret Committee of the 2 1st De- 
cember 1846. 

* PajyerSf Articles of Agreement with the Lahore Dui harj 1847, p. 49. 

t IhiJ.f p. 51. J Papers^ Punjavh^ 1849, j). 53. 

$ PaperSf Articles of Agreement with the Lahore Darhar^ 1847, p. 5U. 

II Papers^ Punjaub^ 1849, pp. 35 aud 48. 

% Ibid., 1849, p. 659. 
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“ A Council of Regency, composed of leading Chiefs, will act 
under the control and guidance of the British Resident” 

“ The power of the Resident extends over every dei>artment, 
and to any extent.” 

“ Tliose terms give the British Resident unlimited authority in 
all matters of internal administration, and external relations, 
during the Maliarajali’s minority.”* 

And ill a letter dated the 3rd July 1847, the Governor- 
General reminds tlie Resident that the Articles of Agree- 
ment 

“give to the (ioveinnient of India, represented at Lahore by its 
Resident, full power to direct and control all matters in every de- 
partment of the State.” 

“ It is ])olitic tliat the Resident should carry tlie Native Cuiineil 
with him, the inemhers of which are, lio\v(*ver, entirely under his 
control and guidance ; he can change them and a])p()int others^ 
and in military affaii-s his ]>o\v<?r is as unlimited as in the civil ad- 
ministration ; he can withdraw Sikli garrisons, replacing tliem ]>y 
British troops, in any and every ]»lirt of tin* rimjah.“f 

Tlie Resident himself, a month later, thus descrihes the 
working of the machine. 

“On the whole, the iHirhar” (the Council of L’egeiiey) “give 
me as iiiucli suj port as I can leasonahly (*.\pect ; there has been 
a tjuiet struggle for niast(*ry, hut as, though I am j)olite to all, I 
allow nothing that a]>])ears to im* wrong to ]>ass unnoticed, llie 
memhers of the ( oiincil are gradually falling into i1h‘ ])roper train, 
and refer most <|uestions to me, and in wmds at least allow, more 
fully even tliau I wish, that tliey are mily executive ollicers, — to 
do as they are hid.”J 

Thus the Gouncil of Regency never was “the Govern- 
ment of the State”, as Lord l>alh()usie calls it , without 
the British Resident {it its head, to whom its members 
were strictly subordiruite. 

One important count in tlie iudictineiit brought by 
Lord Dalhousie against “the Siklis”, is tluit whereas 
“ tliey luul bouncl themselves to submit to the full 
{luthority of the British Resident directing and con- 
trolling all matters in every department of the State. — 
the iiovernment of lAihore, in re]>ly to the oixleis of the 

• PaperSy Artietts of A t/rttinent with tht Lahore Durbar^ 1847, p. 24. 

t Paj}er9j Ptu{Jitt(b, 1841), p. 18, J Ibkt.y p. 32. 
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Resident, neither punished” the rebel Moolraj« when two 
British officers had been murdered at Mooltan, “nor gave 
reparation for the offence, but declared that their troops 
were not to be depended upon”.* This attempt to 
sepamte the Resident from “ the Government of Lahore”, 
and to use the latter tena as synonymous with “ tlie 
Sikhs ’, is quite unwan-antable. The Resident was at 
the head of the Government of Lahore ; the Councillore 
of Regency wore inerely “ executive officers”, “ to do as 
they were l)id , “ under his control and guidance”. “ The 
Sikhs”, how-ever rebellious, were subjects, not responsible 
nilere. The Resident's •• pt)wer” wioi “ unlimited in mili- 
tary ah'aii's He could “ withdraw Sikli garrishns, re- 
placing them hy British troops, in any and every paii. of 
the Pun jauh”. And when the military emergency arose'., 
he pursued his own course by the tenor and spirit of 
these insti-uctions, ordering tbe troops backwards and 
lorwaixls, occasionally consulting the Durbar or informing 
them of his determination.s, l»ut never allowing them to 
adopt their own plans for restoring the peace of the 
country. The Resident was the Government of Lahore. 
When the news arrived of the outbreak at Mooltan, the 
Resident transferred none of his authority to the Council- 
lors ; he gave all the ordere himself. 

The first intelligence from Mooltan left the fate of the 
two British officers uncertain, and gave no jiaiticidars of 
what had passed. The Resident had decided on the 
24th of April 1848, to supj>ort the Maharajah’s fl)rce 
with a brigade of liritish troojis. But when assured of 
the barbarous murder of the English officers, and the 
defection of their Sikh e.scort, the Jtesident counter- 
manded the march of our brigade, l)ec.au8e the Durba>' 
troops might prove faithless.t After several false starts, 
and much vacillation, the British trooj)8 did not arrive 
1)efbre Mooltan until the IHth of August, J four months 
having elapsed since the outl»reak. 

During the continuance of this dangerous delay, several 
occurrences took place, eminently adculated to terrify, 
ju'ovoke, and exasperate the Sikh chieftains and armv, 

* Papers, Puujanh, 184J* p. CGU 

t Ibid., p. 139. 


X Ibid., p. L>yj. 
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and to drive them headlong into the rebellion of Dewan 
Moolraj, just when the splendid exploits of Lieutenant 
Edwardes (afterguards Colonel Sir Herbert Edwardes, 
K.C.B.) had made it appear almost hopeless. By the 
middle of July, Edwardes, with the Maharajah s troops, 
sup[>orted by the army of the Nawab of Bhawulpore, had 
defeated Moolraj in two pitched battles, and h^ forced 
ilie rebel leader to take refuge in his fortress. He had 
jio army in the field ; he was ‘‘ hemmed in, disheartened 
l)y defeats, and weakened by desertions’'.* The news 
was Kj)read throughout the Punjaub that a British force, 
with heavy guns, was on its way to destroy the great 
stronghold of revolt. The llesident was expecting to 
hear of Moolraj doing some “ act of desperation” that 
'would “ close the rel>ellion”,t when a fresh insurrection 
broke out, headed by Sirdar (-huttur Singli, the Nazim, 
or Governor, of the Hazaiu Province. On the 14th of 
Septemlx»r, Sirdar (diuttilr Singh’s son, Jtajah Shere 
Singh, who was in command of‘a body of Durbar troops, 
co-operating with General Whish in the siege of Mooltan 
yielded at last to “ his father’s awful maledictions” aiid 
the general disaffection of his Sikh officers and soldiers, 
and moved over to the enemy with his whole camp, 
lieing much distrusted by the Dewan Moolraj, Shere 
Singli soon left Mooltiin, and heaime the lejuler in a new^ 
rebellion, which fissumed the most formidable dimensions. 
How can we account for this strange Infatuation, reviving 
fanaticism in the breasts of those most interested in the 
preservation of jieace and good order, find inciting them 
to revolt at the most inojjportune moment, when their 
chance of success was desperate ? 

Three incidents mainly contiibuted to stimulate the 
second Sikh war, — the exile of the Mahamnee, the refusal 
to tix a day for the Maharajah’s marriage, and the treat- 
ment of Sirdar Chuttur Singh. The equity and expediency 


• Puuiauh, 1849, pp. 243, 230. 

t Ibid,, p. 238. My expectation is that the rebel will either destroy 
himaclf or be desti-oyed by his troo[w, before the next mail goes out.” 
(Juno 22ud, 1848.) Puujuab Pit/»fr»y 1819, p. 220. 

X A Vettr on tht Puitjittib Prontiery by Major Edwtii*dcs, C.B., vol. ii, 
p. 44C. 
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of all these measures may have seemed very defensible at 
the time, and may even now be asserted bv those who 
took a part in them ; but the question we nave to e<m* 
sider is not so much whether each or all of these mea- 
sures were wise and justifiable, as whether they were the 
work of the British (Tovemment, acting, under Treaty, as 
the (iuardian and 'frustee of the infant Sovereign. If 
the rebellion was aggravated and extended by the policy 
of British officei's, approved and confirmed by the Gover- 
nor-General, opposed and deprecated by the Council of 
Regency, the pretence of .separating the Resident from 
“ the Government of Lalioi'e", and throwing oft’ all res- 
jKmsihilitv from the autocratic heiwl u})on theconsyiltative 
meml)ers, can no longer Iw; maintained. 

Of the Maharanee’s bad intentions and incessant in- 
trigues against the Council of Regency, there can l)e no 
doubt. But in her compulsoiy retirement at the country 
{)alace of Sheikhopoor, her evil influence was almost ex- 
tinguished ; and in May 1848, one of the most mischie- 
vous plots carried on in her name having been exposed 
and defeated, and the chief conspirators publicly executed, 
she would haA e been jiowerless, if left to her own devices. 
Two years after the annexation. Major Edwardes, who 
j)layed such a brilliant part in these events, and had the 
l)e.s"t means of becoming acquainted with the facts, and 
with the weightiest opinions bearing upon them, writes 
that “ the Ranee Jhunda, who had more wit and daring 
than arty man of her nation, was w^earj' of scattering 
‘anrhigtious voices’, and of writing incendiary epistles 
from Sheikhopoora to quondam mainnis xujets. Her 
memory survived, for she was not a woman to be for- 
gotten ; but her influence had followerl her power, and 
tliere was iro longer a man found in the Punjaub who 
would shoulder a musket at her bidding.”* 

It is perfectly clear that the strong measure of sending 
the Maharanee into banishment, — in fact imprisonment 
in exile, — was taken by the Resident, on his own judg- 
ment and authority, supported by the previously commu- 
nicated permission of the Governor-General, but contrary 


• A Year on ike Pvnjayh Frontier, vol, ii, p. 412. 
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to the advice of the Council of Regency. The Resident^ 
in a despatch dated the 16th May 1848, reports what had 
taken place on the preceding day. 

“ Maharanee Jhunda Kliore, the mother of Maharajah Duleep 
Singh, was rcnK)ved from the fort of Sheikliop(X)r, by my orders^ 
yesterday afternoon; ami is now on lier way, under charge of an 
escort, to Fero/cj)ore.” 

“ Her suiinnarv banishment from tlic Punjaub, and residence at 
Penare.M, under tlie surveillance of the (iovernor-Crenerars Agent, 
subject to such custody as will ])revent all intrigue and corre- 
spondence for tlic future, ncnufi to mr the best rnur.s(» which we 
(*ouId adojjt.”* 

'fhere is not a word in the despatch to lead us to suppose 
that this stej) wms approved hy the ( ^a})inet of Regency, 
or that they <lid anything more than act as executive 
officers”, and “do as they were ])id.” When relating any 
decision of importance, the Resident generally states that 
the Council “unanimously” agreed with liim, or that they 
“yielded”; but in this C4ise there is a significant silence 
on the subject of any discussion in (Vmncil. 

We know that in August 1847, the C^hiefs were “ de- 
cidedly averse to incur what they considered the odium 
of participating in effecting the hanisliment of the Maha- 
ranee”, and in conse^pience of their objections to sending 
her out of tlie country, her new it^sidence was fixed at 
Sheikho})oor. only twenty miles from Lahore.f 

The order for the Mahaianee’s removal jind banishment 
is signed 1)V only three of the (\>uncil of Regency, and of 
these only one, Rajali Tej Singh, the Ran(*e’s bitter per- 
sonal enemy, is a Sikb, The signature of (Jolal) Singh, 
a mere youth and not a Councillor, is also attached, on 
l)ehalf of his absent brother. Rajah Shere Singh, as if no 
means could he spared to fortify tliis document with the 
apparent concurrence of the l)url)ar. 

And altliough it is signed by three members of the 
(’ouncil, and by the brother of a fourth, it only ^mrix)rts 
to l)e issued, “ occorr/Zaf/ to the (uiricc itf S!r I'reaenck 
Cornf\ littrf., and Fakeer Noor'‘\^HJ-de(nd\ a Muasulman 

• Paf)fr8f Put{/aHb^ 1849, p. 108. 
t pp. 35 ftwd 51. 
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Councillor, who, accompanied by two English officers, 
personally saw to the order being carried out.* 

The Resident himself seems to have had some notion 
of the dangerous excitement that might be caused by this 
strong and severe measure. “ A formal trial”, he writes, 
“of Mahaiajah Runjeet Singh’s widow would be most un- 
popular and hurtful to the feelings of the people. ”f Can 
he have really sup))osed that “ the summary banishment ” 
of Runjeet Singh s widow from her son’s dominions would 
lie les-s unpopular ? But w’as there no alternative but a 
formal trial t Why should the Ranee not have been put 
on her <lefe!ice, as she repeatedly demanded, in a private 
in\-estigation t I'liere may have l)een another reason for 
avoiding a formal or informal trial. The Resident says 
there is no doubt in his mind that the Maharanee was 
“deeply implicated” iti “conspiracies for tampering with 
the sepoys, and making revolt and insunection.” But he 
adds; — “Legal proof of the delinquency of the Maharanee 
would not, perhaps, lie ol»tainable.”J She might have 
been accpiitted. 

The Resident, however, declares that “this is not a 
time t()r us to hesitate about doing what may appear 
necessary to |)unish state offenders, whatever may be 
tlieir zank and station, and to vindicate the honour azid 
jzosition of the Bi'itish Governmeizt '. 

■ But,’ lie continues, “while doing what we deem an 
iict of justice and |>olicy, it is not necessziry or desirable 
to do it in a way to e.xasperate the feelings of the sol- 
diery, and the Chiefs, or jzeople. We must bear in mind 
tha.t the Mahaiunee is the mother of the Sovereign, and 
tlie widow of our Ally, Mahanajah Runjeet Singpi ; and 
tve must respect the feelings which they entertain re- 
garding the violation of the seclusion of females of high 
rank." 

“ I pro|K)se, tlii'ri'Jhre" (therefore !) "that the MaJuirancA' 
hr Mriif to Brnarrs under a strong gxuird; that she be 
allow’ed to take with her her jewels, and such of her pro- 
jzerty as she may immediately require, and her domestic 
servants ; and that she be accompanied by the venerable 
Fakeer Noor-ood-deen,” a Mahomedan, “ the personal 
• PoperB, Punjavb, 1849, p. 228. J Ibid., p. 168. t Ibid. 
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friend and adviser of the late Maharajah Runjeet Singh, 
and a person greatly respected by the Sikhs genei'ally.” 

“ At Benares,” the Resident suggests, “ she should be 
subject to such surveillance and custody,” as will ‘‘pre- 
vent her having intercourse with parties beyond her own 
domestic establishment, and holding correspondence with 
any person, except through” the Governor-Generars 
Agent, Major Macgregor.* 

Not a hint was given to the Maharanee or her attend- 
ants, either in the Resident’s note to her, or in the order 
from the Uurhar, as to her destination. The deputation 
were expressly forbidden to “use any deceit” to induce 
her to come away quietly, but they were “ to tell the 
Maharanee no more tlian was entered in the 2 )^nira)uta\ 
or order.t In obedience to these instructions, Lieutenant 
Lumsden refused to satisfy her request for iidbrmation as 
to “whither she was to be escorted". :J: 

“Happily/’ reports the Resident, “there was not the 
slightest oj)positiori ; all was ae<|uiescence and civility, 
from the Maharanee downwards, rrrt/ i>roh((hhj i^o)neu']iat 
induced luf the r.recfffiiUis lehlrh took place a far days 

In a subsequent letter, the Resident observes that he 
hjul anticipated ''she tronld jtraJahly think she ivas doomed 
to the same fate (ts her eonfidrnti<d rakeel Mooushee (hniga 
l{ani \ — who had been banged a few days before. There- 
fore, by the Resident’s permission, Lieutenant Lumsden 
assured her Highness, “ (/.s' tlm party left the for(\ thfxt 
‘* she would l>e subjected to no injury or indignity”. j| 

Thus was the mother of the Sovereign, and widow of 
our Ally, hurried away into exile, under imminent terror 
of immediate execution, in charge of two English officers 
and a Mahoinedan CHuef, escorted by a strong guai'd. 
'I'his was the plan adopted by the British authorities to 
avoid exasperating the Sikh soldieiw and people, or 
offending “ the feelings which they entertain as to the 
violation of the seclusion of females of high rank” 1 ! 

By the 10th Article of the Treaty of 16th December 
1 846, the Maharanee was to I'eceive an allowance of a lakh 

♦ Paptr$, Punjauh, 1S49, p. 169. t I hid., p. 229. 

t /W/? , p. 229. § Ibid., p. 169. II Ibid., p. 229. 
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and a half of rupees (£15,000) per annum. On her first 
removal from Lahore to Sheikhopoor, in August 1847, 
this stipend was reduced, in spite of the Treaty, to forty- 
eight thousand rupees (£4,800), and after her aeTOrtatiim 
to Benares to twelve thousand rupees (£1,200) a year. 
This second reduction was made in consideration oi the 
fact that the Ranee was “ taking with her a very large 
amount of private property and jewels”.* 

• She was not allowed to remain in possession of her 
jewels and other “ private property ’ very long. On the 
80tli June 1848, before her arrival at Benares, the Resi- 
dent writes that a seizure has been made of important 
correspondence which, “if genuine, and it seems impossi- 
l)le it slum Id l>e otherwise’', jiroves, “beyond a shadow of 
doubt”, the complicity of the Mahamnee Jhunda Khore 
“in tlie late conspiriicy, and in other intrigues and 
machinations”. Among the important correspondence 
seized at Lahore were “ some original letters intended 
for tlie Maharanee, trhich urre not delicered, owing toiler 
sudden removal”, — very conclusive evidence ! — and also 
''some copies of letters addressed to Jter’^ — still more con- 
clusiN e I In order “ to get hold of the originals of those 
last described”, the liesideiit requests that ‘‘the greatest 
care may he taken to secure all her f)roperty and papers”; 
and tliat Maha ranee should even he subjected to have 
iwrson^ and those of her confidential slave iromen, 
searched by respectable females, apjiointed for that pur- 
pose by the Governor-General’s Agent ’’.t 

The news of these little courtesies, so eminently calcu- 
lated to soothe the exasperated feelings of tlie Sikh 
Chieftains and soldiery, so congenial to their uncivilised 
notions of the respect due to “ the seclusion of ladies of 
high rank”, may possibly have created somewdiat of a 
sensation when spread through the Punjaub. 

The Resident further suggested that “the confinement 
of the Maharanee, on reaching Benares, should be much 
more stringent than was at n^rst intended”, and that “as 
a state prisoner, she should not be allowed to have the 
command of wealth, of which she has, hitherto, not 
scrupled to make use to accomplish purposes the most 
• Paperit, Punja^h^ 1849, pp. 179 and 577. t p. 235. 
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treasonable, and to procure open violence and murder, 
and secret assassination.”* 

The Resident's suggestions were carried out ; the 
Ranee's papers were ail secured, but nothing treasonable, 
or of any importance, was found.t She was also deprived 
of all her jewels and valuables-! 

The effect of the Maharanee's deportation upon the 
Sikh soldiery was instantaneous. The Resident himself 
writes as follows to the Governor-General on the 25th 
May 1848. 

“ The rej)orts from Rajah Shore Sindh’s camp are, that the 
Khalsa soldiery, oir hearing of the removal of the Maharanee, 
were much disturbed ; they said that she was the Mother of the 
Khalsa, and that, as she was gone, and the young Duleep Singh 
in our hands, they had no longer any one to fight for or iijhold ; 
that they had no inducement to oppose Moolraj ; and if he came 
to attack them, would seize the Sirdars and their officers, and go 
over to him/’§ 

A prominent place is given to this cause of general dis- 
gust and indignation in Shere Singh’s Manifesto. 

It is well known to all the inhabitants of the runjaub, to the 
whole of the Sikhs, and in fact to the world at large, with what 
oppression, tyranny and undue violeiict*, the Fcringhees have 
Ireated the widow of the great Maharajah Runjeet Singh, now in 
bliss.” 

“ They have broken the Treaty by imprisoning, and sending 
away to Hindostan, the Maharanee, the Mother of lier poople.”ll 

Dost Mahomed the Ruler of Cahool, in his letter to 
Captain Abbott, alleges this grievance as the chief cause 
of disaffection in the Piinjaub. 

“ There can l>e no doubt that the Sikhs are daily becoming 
more and more discontented. Some have been dismissed from 
service, while others have been banished to Hindostan, in par- 
ticular the mother of Maharajah Duleep Singh, who has been 

♦ Ibid.^ pp. 235, 236. f PajitrSy Pnnja^uhy 1849, pp. 263, 266. 

X Ibid.y pp. 263, 575. It may be added that the Maharanee was 
afterwards removed, for greater security, lo the fortress of Chiinar, but 
in a very few days after her arrival there she escaped in disguise, on 
the 18th of April 1849, and took refuge in Nepaiil. In 1863 she came 
to Englaiid to visit her son, the Maharajah Duleep Singh, and died in 
this country that year. 

§ fbul.y p. 119 , II P- *^62. 
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imprisoned and ill-treated. Such treatment is considered objec- 
tionable by air creeds, and both high and low prefer death.”^ 

There* can be little doubt as to the Maharanee’s inces- 
sant and malicious intrigues after her first removal to 
Sheikhopoor, and the reduction of the income guai^anteed 
to her by the Treaty. That she would have had no 
scruple in ^tting her great enemy Rajah Tm Sindh’s 
throat cut if she could, and in damaging or disgracing 
one or two other meml>ers of the Regency, may well be 
believed. It was only to be expected that every one 
who engaged in rebellion or conspiracy, should make a 
free use of lier name, and profess to act on her behalf, 
and with her sanction. But she is represented on all 
hands as a reniarakbly clever woman, and it appears 
liiglily iniju'obable that she should have been so blind to 
British power, so forgetful of recent lessons, so regardless 
of her son s interests, upon which her own future position 
entirely depended, as to provoke, with a divided country 
and diminished resources, another struggle between the 
Khalsa and the Com})any. It is utterly incredible. Not 
only is there no “ legal proof’, as the Resident admits, 
hut there is nothing to be found in the Blue Book which 
amounts to substantial evidence, or affords any moral 
grounds for concluding that she ever compassed or coun- 
tenanced such a renewed struggle, before her removal to 
Benares. In exile and degr^ation, stripped of her 
jewels, cash, and other property, deprived of her papers, 
forbidden to have an interview with any one, even with 
an English attorney, except in the presence of the 
Governor-General’s Agent, t she may very probably have 
{dunged into desperate plots of revenge, and opened 
a secret communication with the leading insurgents. 

The deportation and imprisonment of the Maharanee, 
declared by Lord Dalhousie to have been intended not 
only as a ‘‘ precaution”, but as a “ punishment ”,J appears 
to me to have been a measure as impolitic as it was 
unjudicial. Whatever that lady’s crimes and conspiracies 
may have been, — and we have nothing to prove them 
but a mass of vituperative assertions, — it might have been 

♦ Papyri, Put^nh, 1849, p. 512, f Ibid,^ 1849, p. 575, 

t Hid,, pp. 575, 578. 
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foreseen, and, doubtless, was foreseen and predicted by 
the Council of Regency, that her persecution would be 
ten times more T)rovocative to the Sikhs, and more in- 
jurious to Britisli honour and authority, than her con- 
tinued intrigues could possibly have }>een. 

The Kanee's l)anishment was looked upon by all who 
were attached to Ilunjeet Singh’s kingdom, at once as a 
national insult, and as a preliminary step to the dethrone- 
ment of her son, and the destruction of the State. 

Rajah Shere Singh was one of those '‘Chiefs of the 

S eatest note”, whom, having first despatched towards 
ooltan with all the disposable troops of the Sikh Army, 
the Resident recalled to receive the ominous injunction 
and warning that they must “j)ut down the rebellion by 
their own means, as the only hope of saving their (xoveni- 
ment.”* It was in his camp, as we have just seen, that 
tlie alarm and excitement first rose, when the Maharanee s 
deportation from the Punjauh became known. 

Rut Shere Singli had not only tlie disaftection of his 
own troops to contend with. A storm was brewing in 
another (piarter. His father, Sirdar (Mmttur Singh, the 
Nazim or (iovtu'nor of the Hazara Province, began to be 
involved, in the montb of *July, in c(»rtain j>ersonal diffi- 
eulties, to described hereafter, wliicli led him to fear 
that his own ruin, and that of Kunjee^t Singh's kingdom, 
were objects predetermined by the British authorities. 
The old Sirdar kept uj) a regulai* correspondence with 
his son, Rajah Shere Singli, in the C-amp at Mooltan, and 
with his younger son, Colab Singh, at Lahore. He was 
probablv, in common with the Sikhs in general, some- 
what alarmed and disgusted l)y the Maharanee’s exile, 
and other menacing incidents and rumours : and when 
his anxieties were redouble<l by the dangeT>i impending 
over himself, he thought of applying a test to the secret 
intentions of the British Government, to ascertain 
whether the Treaty was to be Viroken, — wliether the 
outrages and rel>ellion of Mooltan were to he visited 
on the innocent Duleep Singh. The youthful Maharajah 
was betrothed to Sirdar Clnittur sSingh’s daughter, — 
Rajah SheiT Singh’s sister. Tlie Resident should be 
* PttPhtHfi, 1840, pp. 137, 140. 
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asked to fix a day for the marriage to take place. If he 
consented, it would be a sign of continued fiiendship, and 
good faith : if there were any evasion or hesitation, it 
would be a proof of some sinister purpose. Major 
Edwardes writes as follows to the Resident on the 28th 
July 1848 : — 

“ Yesterday evening Jiajah Shere Singh Attareewalla begged me 
U) grant him a private interview, at which he laid before me the 
wishes of hia fatJuT, Sirdar Chnttur Singh. 

“If it is not y<Mir intmition tliat the nuptials of the Maharajah 
sliould Ih? celebrated some time within the next twelve mouths, 
the Sirdar would wish to 1m? allow(‘d to lay aside the duties of his 
lla/ara Goveinuient, and proceed on pilgrimage for two years; if, 
on tlie contrary, tlie inarriage is to take place this year, the Sirfai* 
would suggest that, with your sanction, the Durbar should appoint 
aslrol(>gors, (ui the part of the Afiiharaj^ih, to tix an auspiciou.s 
month and day, in eonjiinction with other astrologers on the part 
of the bride. 

“ Th(‘ above is tin* suhstanee of the Ihtjah’s convei*saliou ; and 
lie earnestly reipiested me to ])roeure him an answer from you 
within ten days. The re(|uest seems strange at the present 
nionient. The sim h*! motives of men are diHicult to divine ; but 
there ( an he no (piestioii tliat an opinion has gone very prevalently 
abroad, and been carefully disseininated by the evdl disposed, that 
tiie Hritish meditate deelaring the Punjaub forfeited by the recent 
troubles and iiiisc(mduct of the troops; and whether the Attaree- 
walla family have any douht.s, or not, upon this point themselves, 
it would, I think, he a wise and timely measure to give such 
pu]»lic a.s.surance of Ihitish good faith, and intention to adhere to 
tlie Treaty, as would he involved in authoritalivt*. ])reparatioiia for 
iJioviding Oie young Maharajah with a Queen. It would, no doubt, 
settle men s minds greatly.'’* 

The Resi(ieiit returned a very stiff official reply to this 
application, carefully avoiding any such “assurance”, public 
or private, as Rajah Shere Singh wished to elicit, though 
endeavouring to satisfy him with common-place courtesies. 
He observes that “ all the ceremonies for affiancing being 
complete, it would, in common usage, rest with the family 
of tne bride to determine the time when the actual cere- 
mony of marriage should take place”; but that “of course, 
with reference to the position of the Maharajah, nothhuf 
can be clone in this case irithout the coiicurrence and 

♦ Pai^rtt^ Punjaub, 1849, pp. 270, 271, 
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hation of the RemderU'' He will ‘‘consult, confidentiallv, 
the members of the Durbar now at Lahore on the sub- 
ject of the time at which the marriage should be cele- 
brated’’, and Rajali Shere Singh may be assured that the 
British Government will only interfere “ to secure that 
all is done which may l>e best calculated to promote the 
honour and happiness of the Maharajah, and of the bride 
and her family.” 

And then come these portentous words ; — “ I do not 
see how the proceeding with the ceremonies for the 
Maharajahs nuptials can he co)i,^idered as indicative of 
any line of policy which the GovcDiment may consider it 
right to j)vrsne nou\ or at any future time, in resjyect to 
the administration of the Punjauh, and it is, on that 
account, that I see no objection to the marriage being 
celebrated at such time, and in such manner, as may be 
most satisfactory to tlie parties tliernselves, and the 
Durbar.’”^ 

Major Edwardes can now have liad no (loul)t as to the 
views in favour at Head-quarters; and, however cautiously 
he may have communicated to Shere Singh the substance 
of the Resident’s answer, the Rajah and his father must 
have felt henceforth but little hope that the Sovereignty 
of Duleep Singh would be allowed to survive the sup- 
pression of the actual revolt. The less Major Edwardes 
said on the subject, the more they must have l>een 
alarmed. 

Major Edwardes says: ‘•Unhappily the full meaning 
of the application did not appear. ’t It must have ap- 
peai’ed clearly enough to the Resident by the light of 
Major Edwanles’s own lucid explanation, which we have 
just quoted. The cold and studied reply indicates that 
the question was fully understcK)d. And by the aid of 
theii* other informants at Dihore, where Rajah Shere 
Singh’s brother, Golab Singh, had access to the Resident, 
we may l>e sure that the full meaning of the reply to 
their urgent fU)plication was understood by the two Sikh 
(hieflains. The Resident would not admit that the 
Maharajah’s marriage was a matter of }X)litical signifi- 


• Papers, Pw^jauh, 1849, pp. 272, 273. 

+ A Year on (ke Punjitnh Frotitirr, vul. ii, p. 448. 



THE PUNJAUB. 


23 


cance, or public consequence ; and he would not promise 
to take any immediate steps to have a ds^ fixed for its 
celebration. “ Of course, nothing can be done without 
the concurrence and approbation of the Kesident”, but 
“ he will consult the Durbar confidentially.” 

Just at the time when Sirdar Chuttur Singh must have 
received the news from bis sons of the negative result of 
his test, he was himself falling into great straits. 

Sirdar Chuttur Singh was the Nazim, or Governor, of 
the Hazara Province, inhabited by an armed Mahometan 
population, — “ warlike and difficult of control”,* — who 
entertained a hitter and bigoted hostility to all who bore 
the name of Sikh. Under Itumeet Singh’s Government 
the Province had never l>een effectually settled, and the 
revenues were only occasionally collected by a military 
expedition. CJaptain James Abbott, one of the Resident s 
Assistants, t was appointed to aid and advise the Sikh 
Governor in the execution of his duties. Very soon after 
the outbreak iinder Dewan Moolraj at Mooltan, Captain 
Ablott Ijecame impressed with the belief that Chuttur 
Singh was “at the head of a conspiracy for the expulsion 
of the English from the Punjaub, and- was about to head 
a cnisaxle against the British forces at Lahore.”J From 
tliat time C’aptain Abbott took up his abode at a place 
thirty-five miles distant from Chuttur Singh’s residence, § 
and “ shut himself out from all personal communication” 
\\ith his colleague.il “The constant suspicion”, writes 
the Resident, “with which Captain Abbott regarded 
Sirtlar Chuttur Singh, seems to have, not unnaturally, 
estranged that Chief from him.”T 

The Blue Book affords ample materials for balancing 
the antecedent probabilities in this case. Nearly a yeai' 
l>efore his differences with Chuttur Singh commenced, the 
Resident, Sir Henry Lawrence, had written of Captain 
Abbott to the Governor-General in these terms : — “ Cap- 
tain Abbott is an excellent officer ; but he is too apt to 

♦ Paperi, Punjaub^ 1849, p. 18. 

t DistinguUheci before that j>eriod for liis enterprising journey to 
Khiva, well described by his own pen, now a General and C.B. 

I Papers^ Punjauh^ 1849, p. 279. § Ibid., p. 279. 

II Ibid., p. 285. IT Ibid., p. 279. 
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take gloomy views of questions. I think he has unwit- 
tingly done Dewan Jowala Sahaee injustice.” Of this 
Dewan Jowala Sahiiee Sir Henry Lawrence adds, I oiJy 
know one better Native. According to the light he has 
enjoyed, the times he has lived in, and the school in 
which he has been brought up, he is a res]>ectable, as he 
is assuredly an able, man.”* 

On a later occasion, the succeeding Resident, Sir Fred- 
erick Currie, shows us Captain Abbott falling into the 
same hasty and unfounded suspicions of another Sikh 
( 'hief, Jhunda Singh. 

“ Soon iitlcr Iho (lefcctioii of a ])oition of llie ( 'ImiTiinjoet 
inont of Horse, wliit'h forme J a ]>arl of Sirdar Jhiinda Siii^di’s 
Jiri^ade (on which occasion the Sirdar’s coiidiict was ojumi to no 
sort of sus]>icion), Captain Ahhott wrote of Jhunda Sin^di as one 
connected with the extensiv(i han<l of conspirators whom he con- 
sidereil as lea<;ue.d to aid the Mooltan rehellion. 

“ UjM>n that occasion I ex])lained to (*a, plain Abi)ott, tliat if his 
<»pinion of Siixlar Jliunda Sinoji’s disalleclion rested on the facts 
he had menti<jned, it was without due foundation ; for that the 
Sinlur had closely ami serujudously oheyed niy orders in every step 
he luid taken. ”t 

lk*sidt^s these two j>articulnr instances of (/apcain 
Abbott’s special infirmity, we iind In the BIiu‘ Book the 
Besident’s judgnamt on that ofKcei's general ca[)acity as 
u political detective, professing to observi‘ the obscure 
symptoms of a nascent insurrection. 

“ His Lordshi}) will have ohservcvl a very ready dispositi4Ui on 
the ]mrt of Captain Ahhott to helieve the rejiorts that an; brought 
to him of consj»iraeies, treasons, and ])lots, suspicion of everyhotly, 
far and near, even of his own servants, and a conviction of the in- 
fallibility of his own conclusions, which is not shaken by finding 
time after time that they are not verified.’’.^ 

Who, on the other hand, was Siidai* Chuttur Singh, so 
unfortunately associated with this j>erverse coadjutor? 
The Resident tells us that he was '‘an old and infirm 
man, the father-in-law of the Maharajah, with more at 
stake than almost any man in the Punjaub 

“ Sirdar Chuttur Singh is a wily old Chief of llunjeet Singh’s 
time, who has been concerned in his day in many treacherous pro- 

* Papet'$^ Puiijauh^ p. .'tO. t JhuLy 1849, p. 328. 

t p. 283. § /W., p. 279. 
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ceedings, and is the confidential friend of Maharajah Golab Singh ; 
but he is now infirm and in ill health, and has obtained mnoh 
w ealth, and an honourable position in the present administration, 
while his daughter is the betrothed wife of the young Maliamfah 
of Laliore.’^* 

“ Mr. John LawTence, in a private letter received yesterday, 
writing of him, says, ‘ 1 cannot, in any way, account for Chuttur 
Singh’s conduct ; 1 always looked on liim as a harmless old fool. 
He is, moreover, now’ very infirm, and suffers much from chronic 
disease.”i“ 

III another despatch he observes : — “ Sirdar Chuttur 
Singh and liis sons were raised to tlieir present position 
by the arrangements ot‘ Lieutenant (Jolonel Lawrence, 
with the apjuobation of the British Government. The 
family is unpopular with the Chiefs and the old adhe- 
rents ot‘ Hunjeet Singh, as being upstarts, and the crea- 
tun^s of the British Government. They are unpopular 
with tlie army, ♦ « ♦ tliey have no weight 

with the }»eopl<‘.*’:j; 

In the midst of tlie agitation caused throughout tlie 
Puiijauh by the delay and uncertainty following the first 
successi\s ot Major Edwardes against "the Dewan Moolraj, 

( ajitaiii Ahljott received intelligence, upon which ho 
placed leliance, that the Brigade of Durbar troops stii- 
tiuned at Pukli, near the residence of Sirdar Chuttur 
Singh, had determined on marching either to Mooltan or 
to Lahoie, to join in tlie insurrection. So far as can be 
gathered from the Blue Book, liis information sliowed 
that a portion of the force Avas in an excited and dis- 
affected st;ite ; hut Cajitain Abbott himself reports that 
tlie officers “ did not countenance the men in the move”, 
that they “ made a .show of putting down the mutiny”, 
and that they fired “ two successive salutes”, in honour 
of the “two victories of Lieutenant Edwardes”. He also 
states that the Golundauz or Artillerymen, and the 
Zumboorchees, or camel -gunners, were “ disinclined to 
the move”.§ Thus the disaffection, by his own account, 
was by no means general or decided. Nothing whatever 
appears to prove tliat Sirdar Chuttur Singh promoted or 
approved the misconduct of the evil-disposed among the 
Sikh t roops. 

* Papen, Punjauh, 1849, ji. 38C. 

t Ibid., |i. 380. 


t Ibid., p. 334. 
§ Ibid., p. 310. 
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Captain Abbott, however, had satisfied himself that 
Chuttur Singh was at tlie head of a vast conspiracy, and 
was about to marcli upon Lahore at the head of all the 
Durbar troops in Hazara. During the first week of 
August 1848, without any warning, without any commu- 
nication with the Governor of the Province, Sirdar Chut- 
tur Singh, without any intimation to his own official 
superiors, Captain Abbott roused the armed Mahomedan 
peasantry, over whom he had obtained great influence, 
and closed the passes ])y which the Brigade stationed at 
Pukli could descend into the plains. On the 6th of 
August “ the mountaineers assembled in great numbers, 
and surrounded the town of Hurripore”, where Sirdar 
C'huttur Singh was residing. Tlie Sirdar was induced, 
as a natural movement of self-delence, to order the de- 
tachment of troops, which was stationed for the pro- 
tection of the town, to encamp on the esplanade under 
the guns of the fort.* Coloneh Canora, an American, 
who hc'ul been for some years in the Sikh service, refusecl 
to move out of the city to the new position with the 
battery of Artilleiy umler his command, unless by Caj)- 
tain Abbott’s permission. Sirdar (Imttur Singh “re- 
peated his orders, saying that Captain Abbott could not 
know the peril they were in from the threatened attack 
of the armed poj)ulation, who could ensily seize the guns 
where they were’ .f (bnoia nut only refused to obey 
these orders, but loaded two of his guns with double 
charges of grape, and standing between them with a 
lighted j)ortfire in his hand, said he would fire upon the 
first man who came near”.| Sirdar Chuttur Singh sent 
two companies of Sikh 'Infantry to take possession of the 
guns. Colonel tWiora first cut down one of his own 
Havildars, or Sergejuits, who had refused to fire upon the 
Infantry, and then applied the match himself to one of 
the guns, which missed fire. At that moment he was 
struck down by musket shots from two of the Infantry 
soldiers. After his fall, and l>efore he expired, he is said 
to have killed two Sikh officers with his double barrelled 
pistol.^ 

* Paper*^ Pnnjauh^ 1849, p, 279. 

X IbitL^ pp. 287 and 303. 
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Captain Abbott calls this most justifiable and unavoid* 
able homicide, “an atrocious deed”, “a cold-blooded 
murder, as base and cowardly as that of Peshora Singh”,* 
and talks about Cbuttur Singh having “ d^rmined upon 
the murder” of Colonel Canora.+ 

Tlie Resident, in several letters to Captain Abbott, 
having received both his account of the affair and that of 
Sirdar Chuttur Singh makes the following sound and 
sensible ob8er\’ations : — 

“ The deatli of Comiiiedaii Canora is stated, both by the Sirdar 
and yourself, to liave been occasioned in consequence of his dis- 
obedience of tli(' reiterated orders of the Nazim, and hig having 
odered violent opposition to those whom tluj Governor, after many 
reinonstraiiccs with the Commedan, sent to enforce his orders. 

“ 1 caunoL at all agree with you as to the character you assign 
to this transaction. Sirdar Chuttur Singh was tlie Governor of 
tlie province, military and civil, and the officers of the Sikh army 
were hound to obey him, the responsibility for his orders resting 
with him. Taking the wwst possible view of the case, I know 
not how you can characterise it as ^ a cold-blooded murder, as base 
and cowardly (is that of Pesliora Singh.'J 

“ It is clear that whatev<‘r may liave beem the intention of the 
Tukli Brigade, iiu overt act of rebellion was committed by them 
till the initiative was taken by you, by calling' out the armed 
])easantry and surrounding the Brigade in its caiitoiimeiit. It 
seems, also, that the armed peasants were threatening Hurripore, 
before the Nazim ordered the guns out of the town, to the open 
.s]>ace botwoen the fort and the city. 

“ I have given you no authority to raise levies, and organise paid 
) lands of soldiers, to meet an emergency, of the occurrence of 
which 1 lijive always been somewhat sceptical. 

It is much, I think, to be lamented that you have kept the 
Nazim at a distance from you ; have resisted his offers and sug- 
gestions to be allowed himself to reside near you, or to have his 
son, Ootar Singh, to represent him at Shirwan ; and that you have 
judged of the purjwses, and feelings and fidelity of the Nazim 


* Papers^ Punjaiihy p. 302. Peshora Si ugh, one of several pretenders 
to the throne of the Punjaub, was in open rebellion against the Lahore 
(jovemment in March 1845, when he was captured hy the troops under 
Chuttur Singh, and put to death in prison by order of the Minister, 
Jowahir Singh, the Maharanee's brother. Chuttur Singh does not seem 
to have been to blame. — Trotter’s Hitioryof India from 1844 to 1862, 
vol. i, p. 42. t Idem, p. 311. 

X Papef's, Punjaub, 1849, p. 313. 
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and the troops, from the reports of spies and informers, very pro- 
bably interested in misrepresenting the real state of affairs. 

“ None of the accounts that have yet been made justifies you in 
calling the death of Commedan Canora a murder, nor in asserting 
that it was premeditated by Sirdar ('liuttur Siiigli. That matter 
has yet to Ikj investigated.”* 

Chuttur Singh was eventually goaded into open rebel- 
lion. Caj:)tain Abbott having predicted his treason, took, 
with perfect good faith, the best measures to prove his 
prediction true. Having played an aggressive part, and 
forced (yhuttur Singh “ to take his line'’,'!’ Captain Abbott 
acted witli ability and energy ; and though he could not 
ticcoinplish the task he had assigned himself, that of de- 
stroying the Sikh ti*oo])S by means of the Mahomedan 
mountaineers, he maintained a def'ensive position in 
Hazara till the t‘nd of the war. When Chuttur Singh 
had committed liimself beyond retreat by a series of acts 
of contumacy and hostility, (/aptain Abbott’s provocative 
policy Wius glossed over an<l consigned to oblivion. But 
there is nothing whatever in the Blue Book to show that 
the Itesident ever saw reason to withdniw or nuxlify his 
opinion that ‘Mlu* initiative was takcMi’’ by C-aptain Ab- 
lH)tt. 1’he insurr(*ction in Hazara was, in fact, originally 
an insurrection of tlie Mahomedan peasantry, with the 
object of e.xterminating the Sikh troops and Covernor, 
instigated and j>romoted hy a British oflicer.| 

It is intert'stmg to ohsm vt* the spirit in wliich (^iptain 
Ahhot devi.MMl and pro.seeuted his offensive ()j>erations. 
It gcK\s very fai* to t^xplain the powerful influence which 
l»e obtained over the fanatical Mahomedans of the Hazjira 
Hills. Besides money, 'he gave them what they most 
coveted, an opjuutunity of revenge and triumph over the 

• Punjauh^ 1849, p. 310. t p. 323. 

J It id worthy of note tlmt, at the end t»f the carnpaigu, “ Abbott 
alone, who had held his lonely post at Nara from fii-at to last, was un- 
fairly stinted of the honours due to his acknowledged worth,” when 
Edwardes, Lake, Taylor aiul Herl)ert vrere deconited and j»roiiioted. — 
Trotter’s //wtory of India from 1844 to 1862, vol. i, p. 212. “The 
gallant Abbott, who had defended the fi>rtre88 of Nara against fearful 
odds, down to the close of the cuinj^aign, was invidiously refused the 
honour due to his distinguished efforts and success.” — Marsh man’s 
JHutnry o/ India (Loiignians, 1867), vol. iii, p. 350. Somebody appreci- 
ated his services justly, if LonI Dalhousie did not. 
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idolatrous Sikhs, the obstinate persecutors of the Mus- 
sulman faith. I quote from Captain Abbott's own des- 
patches. 

“ I asseniMed the Chiefs of Hazara; explained what had hap- 
pened, and called upon them by the memory of their murdered 
parents, friends and relatives, to rise, and aid me in destroying the 
Sikh forces in detail. I issued pimra?iiias to this effect through- 
out tlie land, and marched t-o a strong position.^’* 

“ J have ]>laced a force in the Margiilla Pass to destroy Pertauh 
Singli’s Pegiinent, should it refuse to turn hack at my reiterated 
ordtTs.”t 

“ I liave ordennl out the arnied peasantry, and will do ^ny l)est 
U) destroy the Sikh arniy.’‘+ 

“The Sinlar sent me no intelligence of this cold-hloodcd murder, 
as h.'ise and vowardly as his iiinrtler of Pesliora Singh, but on find- 
ing it coiilinned 1>y eyo-witiiesses, and tlrnt the Sirdar liad thus 
identificMl himself with the imitinoers in Pnkli, I ordered all tlie 
Chiefs of Hazara to rise, and. in every way, harass and molest 
tlmse who slionld snj)]>ort luni.”§ 

It must l)e mentioned that there were no ‘‘mutineers 
in Pukli’; (/aj)tain Ahhott liad no information of anv- 
tliing like a mutiny : he was acting merely on the 
I’umours of a secret conspiracy, brought or written to 
him, from a^ distance of thirty-live miles, hy spies and in- 
formei*s. No overt act had been committed before his 
(»w!i hostile movements. His own letters prove that 
Indore the unfortunate ( anora’s death, there was nothing 
apparent or even alleged against Sirdar Cluittur Singli 
that r(^<|uired investigation. He presses matters on to a 
climax. 

“ I left Shirwiiii for a position nean*r the new theatre of opera- 
tions, the foot of the (liuidgnrk mountains, — terrible to the Sikhs 
for three most bloody and disastrous defeats, from numbers not 
one-fourth of tlieir own. It is within sight of Hnrripore, and may 
l>e called the tlirone of Hazara, as here I have at rny hack the 
bravest and most loyal of the ])opulation, and iny orders are better 
obeyert than from any other locality.”|j 

From this “ throne”, he sent to Hurripore, and sum- 
moned Chuttur Singh to give up “ the munlerers”, as he 
called them, of Colonel Canora, anrl to comply with “a 
schedule of demands”. 

• Paperg, Punjanh, 1849, p. 311. f JbU., p. 306. 

I Ibid,, p. 301. { Ibid,, p. 302. || /bid., p. 303. 
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“ I have given him until to-morrow niorning for decision. If 
he then refuse the terms, I shall be satisfied that it is not mere 
alarm about himself from the population of Hazara, but a sense of 
detected guilt, and couse<[uent desperation, which has led to this 
rebellious conduct. If he comply, the country need not he ravaged, 
nor tJu anny destroyed, and his conduct may be made the subject 
of legal investigation. 

The Pukli Brigade is still in limbo. It is unfortunate that 
the Pukli Brigade got intelligence of my possession of that pass 
in time, as, in all yrohahility it nould have been destroyed. As it 
never actually marched, I am reluctant to order it to be destroyed, 
until in motion.”* 

Here is another distinct Jidinission, out of his own 
mouth, that no overt act had been committed. It was, 
in his own ojiinion, “unfortunate”, that these obstinate 
Siklis would not mutiny, or march to Laliore, in time. 
He was “reluctant” to have them “destroyed” in their 
quarters, because they had not ^moved. Yet he had 
already ordered the armed peasantry to “ destroy the 
Sikh army”, and '‘to liarass and molest, in every way” 
those who supported tlie Governor of the Province. 

In another place Captain Abbott declares that the 
“murder” of Canora “formed the l^reak iji the ice of 
and sih'nt treachery, so long carried an trlfh a smUiny 
face'\\ — acknowledging^, in fact, tluit, before that unhappy 
event, he had nothing to bring against Chuttur Singh ex- 
cept vague rumours of conspiracy. As the Kesident 
wrote to him : — “There is no proof of misconduct before 
the raising of the armed poj)ulation, and his j)lea is, that 
all that he has done since, has been of a defensive cha- 
racter. 

More than once Captain Abbott betrays his conscious- 
ness that he had given Chuttur Singh good cause for 
alarm, and for the precautionary measures which were 
bringing them into collision. “ I wrote to the Sirdar,” 
he says, “insisting upon the instant surrender of the 
murderers of this loyal and gallant officer, and the re- 
turn of the troops to their cantonments, promising, upon 
these conditions, to settle all disturhanc^s in the country',^ 
— a pretty plain admission that the disturbances in 
Hazara were all of his own making. 

• Papers^ Punjaubf’'lSi9, p. 303. 
t Ibid.,p. 313. 


t Ibid., p. 311. 
§ Ibid., p. 30^ 
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“ He” (Chuttur Singh) “ says that Canora was engaged to join 
the peasants in plundering Hurripore. He”— evidently Canora — 
“ knew nothing whatever of what was passing amongst the people 
of the country, and more than once expressed anxiety lest the town 
should he plundered.^ 

“ If the murderers of Colonel Canora are surrendered to me for 
judgment, and the troops sent back to their several cantonments, 
I vklly instantly y reduce the country to its former profound tran^ 
quillityr\ 

There is an occasional inconsistency, amounting almost 
to incoherence, running through Captain Abbott^s reports, 
in spite of his })old and confident doings. For instance, 
after declaring liis intention of “ destroying the Sikh army 
in detail ', and “ harassing and molesting" everyone who 
should support the Governor, he complains of that per- 
sonage having expressed alarm at tlie rising of the armed 
peasantry, and having written in a tone of virtuous 
indignation", under a ‘‘pretence of extreme peril from a 
people whom ftnt of my (messengers) would 

settle in three days\\ As if it were very likely that 
eitlierthe Mahoniedan j)opulation on the one side, roused 
by apj)eals to their ‘‘ murdered parents", 'and to the 
“ bloody defeats” they had formerly inflicted on the 
Sikhs" or the Sikh Governor and troops, on the other, 
alarmed by the sudden insurrection, would interpret 
( Captain Abbott’s exterminating orders and proclama- 
tions with all that moderation and reluctance, and all 
those coiirlitioris and qualifications, with which he pro- 
fesses to have tempered them ! 

The Resident hfid too much good sense and experience 
to look upon the calling up of these fanatical mountaineers 
as a mere demonstration, which Captain Abbott could 
easily keep in hand, and settle at any moment with “ two 
of his chuprctssees'\ He very properly calls it “a 
momentous business", and tells the Governor- General, 
“I have pointed out to him how much easier it is to 
raise, ^ than to allay a power thus brought into action, 
and impelled by religious antipathies, and feelings of 
loi^-cherished hatred". j| 

Tlie Resident writes to Captain Abbott that both of 

• Papers, Punjauh, 1849, p. 303. f Hid., p. 304. 

J Ibid., p. 304*. § Ante, p. 119. f( Paper's, Punjavhy p. 279. 
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Sirdar Chuttur Singhs sons, liajah Shore Singh, at 
Mooltan, and Golab Singh, at Lahore, complain that 
their father has been “ betrayed into misconduct by mis- 
trust, engendered by your withdrawal of your confidence 
from him, and declared suspicions of his fidelity, and by 
fear at the Mahomedan population having been raised, 
as he l)elieved, for his destruction and that of the Sikh 
army/’* 

What (.^huttur Singh ])elieved, was tlie exact truth, 
(.^aptain Abbott himself tells us so rej)eatedly. He speaks 
of “ arousing a high-s}arited people to the work of' des- 
truction.’’! 1'he Mahomedan j>opulation was raised by 
him “ to destroy the Sikh army’’, and to ‘'harass and 
molest” everyone who should s\ipjH>rt the Sikh Governor. 

The Resident on the lUth August 1H48, writes to 
Captain (afterwards General) John ISMcholson, who, undei* 
his instructions, was endeavouriijg to arrange matters, 
and bring all j)arties to their hearings, as follows : — 

“We bear in mind that, whatever may liavi* h(*en sn})p<»sed 

to havi* been the ]»ur])os(* ol* the Ihikli Ih’i.uade and the Sirdar, no 
overt act was commitU*d hy eitlier until tlu! Ih'i/^ade was sur- 
ronmled in (taliundia, and llurripon* was tlireaten(‘d hy tin* 
Mahomedan trila's, of wlmse ])nr])osf no notice had hetni niv(*n 
hy Cai>tain Ai>hott to Sirdar ('hnttur Siicj^h, tlio (lovtnnor (»f tlie 
l*rovinoe. The initiative was clearly taken hy C.'ajdain Ahhott. — 
1 do not say unnecessarily, hnt it was so taktm : and tin* Na/im 
now ])leiids that lie was acting for the ]>rot(H’tion ol‘ himself and 
the troops coinmittcd to liiin, and also of the country under his 
government, in calling the regiments from llassan Ahdal and tlie 
other cantonments.”^ 

('liptain Nicholson writes hack to the same eftect, and 
suggests “ a full }>ardon to the Sirdar for all that has 
occurred. 

At this time, and even on previous dates, Captain 
Abbott’s inflammatory language exaggemtes and misre- 

K esents ^vbat be calls the “ crimes ’’ of Chnttur Singh. 

e writes to the Ilesident, on the 13 tb Angust, that 
Chuttur Singh is “ exciting to mutiny the bulk of the 
Sikh army, and calling upon the Jummoo Prince ” (the 
Rajah of Cashmere) “ to invade the country.” “ Last 

* Paper*, Punjaub,, 1849, p. 296. t Tbul.,p. 309. 
t rind., p. 312. § Ibid., pp. 308, 309. 
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night I intercepted letters from Sirdar Chuttur Singh to 
Maharajah Golab Singh (of Cashmere), “ the J^jahs 
Jowahir Singh and Runbeer Singh ” (Grolab Singh’s 
nephew and son), “ and others, entreating the aid of 
four Jummoo Regiments. 

What he calls “exciting the Sikh army to mutiny”, 
was, as admitted by the Resident and Captain Nichol- 
son, sending for the Regiments from the neighbouring 
cantonments lor the protection of himself and the troops 
against the insurgent Mahomedans. As for the inter- 
cepted letters, tliey are the best evidence of the Sirdar’s 
innocence at that period, for, containing no treasonable 
matter, or ( a]>tain Al)bott would have been sure to men- 
tion it, and being couched, as he s^ys, “ in a tone of 
virtuous indignation”, they, also, were simply appeals for 
aid, written under the influence, as Captain Nicholson 
said, of “ ten'or and anxiety. ”t 

When the news of Chuttur Singh’s movements first 
reached Mooltan, Ihs son, Rajah Shere Singh “ discussed 
the matter with me”, said Major Edwardes, to whom 
Shere Singh showed the letters received from his father, 
‘‘ with great good sense, and j)ut it to me, whether all 
tlifit his father had done to oppose the Moolkias” (the 
insuigent }>easantry) “ was not perfectly natural and ex- 
cusable, OTi the supposition that he was innocent of the 
j)luts suspected by Captain Abbott. ‘ No man’, he said, 

‘ will allow himself to be killed without a struggle.’”J 

The insurmountable obstacle, as Captain Nicholson at 
once perceived, was the death of Colonel Canora, and 
the requisition for the men who shot him. Chuttur 
Singh had rewarded these men on the spot, a very 
natural proceeding in his position and with his notions, 
but which, he felt, fixed upon him the stigma of the 
murder, if such it was to be considered by the English 
authorities. “ He has identified himself with the mur- 
derers in paying them for their bloody work”, wrote 
Captain Abbott to the Resident. § It is perfectly ob- 
vious that if Chuttur Singh had taken a step towards 
giving up those men to what they and their comrades 

• Paperi^ Punjauh^ 1849, p. 304. t Ihid,^ p. 308. 

t Ibid., p. 294. $ Ibid., p. 311. 
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would have supposed to be certain death, he would 
not merely have sacrificed his own honour uselessly, 
— ^for there was no secret about his having rewarded 
them, — but it would in all probability have brought on 
an immediate mutiny, to which lie would himself have 
fallen the first victim. 

The Resident seems to have had a general idea that 
the principal difiiculty of the case was concentrated on 
this point. ‘‘ After the death of Canora”, he writes to 
the Government, “ the Sirdar thought himself com- 
promised irretrievably, it would appear, with us.''* 

Major (now General Sir) George Lawrence, also 
writes : — ‘‘ He" (Chuttiir Singh) “ is anxious to come 
to terms, but fears he has committed himself too far to 
admit of his obtaining them."+ 

We are not surprised to find that he could obtain no 
terms from Caj)tain Abbott. That officer refused to see 
Chuttur Singh, who offered to wait upon him, if assured 
of a free jiardon. I declined this ; thought it (juite 
impossible that we sliould meet amicably, until I knew 
the sentiments of Government upon his conduct."}: 

“I gave him yesterday”, writes CViptain Abbott to the 
Uesident, “a statement of my demands, viz., the surrender 
of the murdeiers for judgment, and an order to the seveial 
Kegiments to return to their duty.'’^ 

But from the Resident we miglit have ex})ected a more 
even-handed procedure, and a more impartial arbitrament. 
Satisfied that the death of (^anora, even according to (^>- 
tain Abbott's version, w'as not a murder, he might surely 
have dealt more judiciously with that “ insurmountable 
obstacle", the peremptoiy demand lor the surrender of 
“the murderers into Captain Abbott’s hands. Per- 
ceiving “ clearly " that “ the initiative " had been taken 
by Captain Abbott, he might surely have offered Sirdar 
Chuttur Singh a full pardon, conditional on his proving 
the plea that he had resorted to none but defensive 
measures, and had acted only “ for the protection of 
himself and the troops", when they were hemmed in by 
the insurgent mountaineers. 

♦ Paperi^ 1849, p. 289. 

X Ihirt., p. 311 


t Ibid., p. 291. 
§ Ibid., p. 30(1. 
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No such offer was made to Chuttur Singh. No such 
offer was proposed or sanctioned by the Kesident. No 
one told the Sikh Governor that the Resident had by no 
means decided hastily, like Captain Abbott, that Canora 
had been foully murdered. No hint was given that any 
question or dispute between him and Captain Abbott 
could possibly be open to in^^estigation. No promise 
was made to Chuttur Singh but tliat of his life ; no 
terms were offeied him but those of implicit submission 
to Captain Abbott, against whose aggression he com- 
plained, and ^^'ith these terms was coinpled the intima- 
tion that he was dismissed from his Government, and 
that his landed property would be confiscated ! 

Captain Nicholson declared that Sirdar Chuttur Singh’s 
conduct was the result of “ terror and anxiety”,* and he 
never deviated from that opinion. He told the Resident 
that the demand for the men who killed the unfortunate 
( dmmandant of Artillery would prove ‘'an insurmount- 
able obstacle”, and that Chuttur Singh would “ never 
ficcede to any terms” but “a free pardon.” Yet on re- 
ceiving overtures from Chuttur Singh, he insisted, as 
a preliminary, on the Artillery Commandant’s murderers 
being given iip.”t And on the 20th August he wrote 
to the Resid("iit as follows : — 

( 'Oiisidoriiig liow cxtreiuely desirable it is that matters should, 
il* i)<:»ssib]e, be peaceably arranged, believing, also, that the Sirdar’s 
(‘onduct of iate, though lieinous in many respects, luid its origin 
in fear, I laive taken upon myself the respoiisi))ility of olferiiig 
liim the following terms, which, whether he accejit (as Jhunda 
Singh seems to think he will) or not, 1 hope will meet your 
approval, viz . — That if the Sirdar immediately come into me, and 
send back the troo]>s to their posts, I guarantee his life and izzut” 
(honour) “ being spared ; hut 1 neither guarantee his Nazimship nor 
his Jaghe-cr, inhich, ifuteed, I have intimated to him he cannot expect 
to he allowed to retain. 

“ All things considered, I tr\ist you will agree with rne, that the 
loss of the Nizamut and of his Jaglieer will be a sufficient punish- 
ment, and that I have acted rightly in offering these terms/’J 

This severe sentence, without trial and without judg- 
ment, was instantly, by return of post, “entirely approved, 

• l*aperi<, Pnnjauh^ 1849, p. 308. 

f Thui- p. 284. X » P- 290. 
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confirmed and ratified” by the Resident, in a letter dated 
the 23rd August, to Captain Nicliolson.* 

Yet on tlie very day, the 23rd August, on which the 
Resident ‘‘ confirmed and ratified” the degradation of 
Chuttur Singli and the resumption of his estates, he 
wrote as follows to Major Edwardes : — “ Lieutenant 
Nicholson and Major Lawrence, with the best opportu- 
nities of judging, entirely concur with me that the 
Sirdars conduct is owing more to his distrust and fear 
of Captain Abbott’s feelings and intentions towards him- 
self and the trooj)S, than to any other cause.”t He had 
previously remarked, in a letter to the Commander-in- 
Chief : — “ Lieutenant Nicholson does )i(tt seem to know 
the manner of ComnuDidant CiUiora's death ; he calls It 
a tnvrdei\ and says that he understands Sirdar Chuttur 
Singh heiwled the j)arty that killed him.”J And on the 
24tn August, the day after he lacd aj)proved and con- 
firmed the hard terms ])ru})osed l)y Ca})tain Nicholson, 
the Resident wrote to (-aptain Ahl)ott, disapproving of 
much of his conduct, pronouncing it to have been “far 
from judicious”, and that he was not justified “in calling 
the death of (\)mmedan (-anora a murder.”§ 

(.)n the r)th September the Resident writes to Govern- 
ment : — “1 have promis(‘d him” (Chuttur Singh) “merely 
life, and an honourable investigation into his conduct. ”|| 
How could that he “an honourable investigation”, which 
w;us ])receded by the infliction of heavy penalties ? The 
Sirdar was not even told that, if he succeeded in clearing 
himself, these })enalties would he remitted. 

When ('hiittur Singh found that liis appeal to the 
President and the Durbar was fruitless; that C^iptain 
Ablx^tt's proceedings were not disavowed, or, to his know- 
ledge, disapproved ; and that no terms were offered to 
him but l)are life, what could he think but that he had 
l)een marked down Jis the first victim in the general ruin 
of the Punjaub State ? Already alarmed and disgusted 
by the MaViaranee’s removal *«tnd ill-treatment, and b^ 
the evasive answer as to the Mahamjah’s marriage, his 
head may probably have been full of [)lots and projects, 

• Papfrg^ Ptittianb^ 1849, p. 297. t Ibu(,y p. 297. 

t /W</., p. 28r,. § Uiff., p. 316. II Ihid., p. 329. 
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and he may have been intently watching the course of 
events, when Captain Abbott’s initiative threw him into 
an equivocal position. When that officer was per- 
mitted to pursue what he himself called “the work of 
destruction”, unreproved, so far as Chuttur Singh knew, 
— when the plan of setting up Mahomedans against 
Sikhs, and reviving ancient Wood feuds, was adopted and 
sanctioned by the highest British authorities, the old 
Sii-dar’s disaffection was confirmed. He was driven to 
desperation ; he no longer resisted the importunities of 
the fanatic Sikhs among his followei'S and the troops. He 
plunged into ojien rebellion, and devoted himself to one 
last struggle for his religion and the Khalsa Raj. 

And from the manner in which C'huttur Singh with the 
Sikh trt><)})s, and Captain Abbott with his Mahomedan 
peasants, were left by the Resident* to fight it out by 
themselves, the Sikhs at other stations were soon per- 
suaded that such was the settled plan of the British 
(iovernment. Major George Lawrence* writes from Pes- 
hawur on the 5th of September : — “Colonel Ootar Singh 
declared that men from different Regiments had called 
on all to march on my quarters, as it was iny intention 
to destroy all the Sikhs, hy rumnuj the Mahomedan 
poptdatioH. 

W^hen Sirilar (diuttur Singh was fully committed 
IkwoikI all possibility of retreat or redemption, — when 
redress was refused, and he was sentenced without judg- 
ment, — his sons threw in their lot with their father, and 
the second Sikh war began. Until they took that step, 
the Mooltan rebellion was isolated, — confined, indeed, 
within the walls of the fortress ; although its imj>ortancti 
was enhanced and the dangers attending it were ag- 
gravated by the Maharanee’s removal, by our military 
vacillation and delay, and by the rumours of impending 
annexation. Up to the middle of September 1848, no 
Chief of note or distinction had joined in the insurrec- 
tion . Captain Abbott’s notion of a geneial conspiracy 
throughout the Punjaub, in which all the members of the 
Durbar and Maliarajah Golab Singh of (Cashmere were 

• Now General Sir George St. Patrick hawrence, eld^r brother of the 
lute Lord Lawreuce, 
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implicated, as well as his charge against Chuttur Singh 
of liaving Ijeen accessory before the fact to the Mooltan 
outbreak, are conclusively disproved by the dates and 
incidents of each successive convulsion. ‘‘As yef, writes 
the Resident on the 8tli September, no Chief has, 
(){>enly, joined Sirdar Chuttur Singh.” '‘Neither the army 
beyond Hazara, nor the Chiefs general^, appear to have 
been prepared for this move of Sirdar Chuttur Singh.” 

“If Rajah Shere Singh should not join his father, sup- 
posing the rebellion to gain head, it will be very sur- 
prising ; and it is ecjually surprising that the Sirdar 
should have taken his decided line, without having 
secured the concurrence of his son.”* 

Two facts, in particular, show that Chuttur Singh had 
not secured the (‘oncuiTence of his son, and that neither 
of them had any complicity with Dewan Moolraj of Mool- 
tan, — first, the good conduct of Rnjah Shere Singh until 
the middle of Sc'ptember, and, secondly, the suiprise and 
mistrust of tlu^ iH^wan Moolrijj at Shere Singhs tardy 
defection. 

Major Kdwardi'S believ(‘s that Rajah Shere Singh 
\in(lertook his shai*e in the task of su])])ressing the reljel- 
lion of Dewan Mooli'aj with the best intentions.t 
detennined did Rajah Shere Singh appear, up to the end 
of August 1848, to check the disloyalty of his men, that 
he was i-(‘viled as a Mussulman, — the greatest reproach 
(hat can be cast upon a Sikh,;j; — and a conspinicy was 
detected to put him to death by poison. When this 
crime wjis fully brought home to the ringleader, Shoojaii 
Singh, “a Sikh jagheerclar horseman of some consideration 
and still greater notoriety”, the Rajah “ carried the ex- 
treme sentence of the law into effect, and caused the 
traitor to be blown from one of his own guns”, in his own 
camp. “ The act,” Major Edwardes adds, “was extremely 
unpopular in the Rajah's force, and I rather think that 
he nimself expected resistance,”^ 

Reviewing all these transactions two veal's later, Major 

Pnnjauh J*<tprt'Sy 1849, p. 3311. 

t /AjVt, j). 244 ; A Year on the PunjanU FrontieVy vol. ii, pp. 420, 
123. J Pofterfy Pnnfanh^ 1849, pp. 330, 344. 

§ ///if/., pp. ;’>29, 330. 
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Edwardes says : — “ The question with which I am con- 
cerned in this event is, ‘ Wlien did Shere Sinffh resolve 
to join his father V I have no hesitation whatever in 
stating that it is now as certain as anything in this 
world can be, that it was on the 12th or 13th of Sep- 
tember, — certainly within forty-eight hours of the fal^ 
step being taken.”* 

Moolraj was quite unprepared for the desertion of 
llajali Shere Singlr He had done his best to corrupt 
the Sikh soldiers in Sliere Singh’s camp, but the Raj^i 
himself had rejected all his overtures. The consequence 
was that “ Moolraj could not believe that Shere Singh 
liad coi!\e over in good faith’’, — ‘^withdrew all liis own 
soldiers within the wjills of Mooltan”, and made the 
llajah’s army "take their places in the British front”, 
under the walls of the Fort.f In a few days Shere 
Singh was disgusted with Moolraj’s suspicions, and went 
oH* to join his father. 

The Resident writes to Government on the 23rd of 
Septembei- : — “ Rajah Sliere Singh’s conduct has been 
very extraordinary, and is almost inexplicable.’’^ It was 
indeed inexplicable, except upon the very, olivious pre- 
sumption that he had decided to make an effort, at all 
hazards, foi’ the assistance of his injured father, and for 
ilie existence of the Sikh sovereignty, which he began to 
see was doomed. Still, hut for his father’s wTongs, he 
would l ather have trusted to the good faith and gene- 
rosity ot what he kneAv to be the stronger side. On or 
about the 1 0th of September, Shere Sin^i received letters 
from his father, § in which the old Chief, without doubt, 
informed him of the heavy penalties to wdnch he had 
been sentenced ; and on the 14th, in a “fit of desperation 
and confusion”, II the son consented to espouse the cause 
of his father, and to make it the cause of the nation. 
And in the private and secret letter to his brother, Golab 
Singh, at Lahore, Rajah Shere Singh expressly declares 
that he has taken this step in consequence of Captain 
Abbott’s conduct to his father. “The Singh Sahib” (Sirdar 

♦ A Year on the Punjauh Frontier^ vol. ii, p. 503. 

f Ihid,^ p. 515. X Papers, Punjauh, 1819, p. 360. 

§ Ibid., p. 343. II Ibid., 358. 
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Cliuttur Singh) “ lias several times written to me, stating 
that he constantly obeyed Captain Abbott's directions, 
but that officer, acting according to the suggestions of 
the people of Hazara”, (the Mahomedans) has treated 
him most unjustly, and caused him much grief and 
trouble ; and tliat he lias also exerted himself to destroy 
and disperse the Klialsa troops.” He adds, “ I resolved, 
therefore, yesterday, to join the Singh Sahil), and devote 
myself to the cause of our religion”.^ All idea, therefore, 
of a deep conspiracy on the j)art ol‘ either Rajah Shere 
Singh or Sirdar (Jhuttur Singh, is completely negatived. 
Chuttur Singh was goaded into hostilities by Captain 
Abbott’s aggression, and his son was driven to join him 
in what they both felt to be a desperate lebellion, by the 
refusal of redress, and the multiplied rumours and symp- 
toms of the Raj having been doomed to destruction. 

But everything tends to j)rove that the original out- 
break at Mooltan was erjually unpremeditated. The 
Dewan Moolraj was rich, in infirm besalth and without 
children, timid, un])opular with the army and peo{)le ; 
and the Itesident leports that immediately before the 
catiustro|)he be had ‘‘ only Hve or six field guTis”,’f’ and 
‘diad discharged calmost ail his regular troops, ])]‘e])aratory 
to resigning his government”.:;: The attack on the two 
Hritisli officei's sent to relieve him of his post, was caused 
by a sudden iiujudse of discontent and fanaticism, in the 
results of which, after a vain attempt to quell it, Moolraj 
felt himself irretrievably compromised. With hope of 
scant mercy ironi the British Government, and certain of 
death from the mutinoifs soldiery, if he trusted to that 
mercy, he yielded to circumstances, and acce])ted the lot 
that fate Hung before him.^ 

liefore the murderous outbreak at Mooltan, the Dewan, 
its we have just remarked, had discharged almost all his 
regular troops. I hat had been the order of the day for 

* PaperSj 1 uftjaub, p. Jo9 ^ A 1 ear on (he Pnnjauh Frontier^ vol. ii, 
p. 505. 

f Papers^ Puvjaub^ 1849, p. 133. Lord Dnihonsie’s final opinion is 
that “ the first outbreak was unpreraeditated, and, in a manner, acciden- 
Ur\— Faper*, /Vw/a«6, 1849, p. 585. J Ibid., p. 371, 
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more than a year all over the Punjaub. Between 10,000 
and 20,000 soldiers had been disbanded before April 
1847 ;* and towards the close of that month the Resident 
speaks of gradually reducing the Infantry “ from 20,0p0 
to 15,000 men, and the Sowai-s” (Cavalry) “ from 12,000 
to I0,000”.t The reports from every province describe 
the same process of reduction. Mr. Agnew, who was sent 
in company with a Sikh Covernor to take over charge 
from Dewan Moolraj, is instructed to give his “ early 
attention” to ” leducing all unneces.saiy Irregulars”; the 
best men from the Regular Regiments serving at Mooltan 
are to l>e picked out and sent to Lahore ; “ the remaining 
men may be paid up and di.scharged”.J Thus the nfilitary 
class at Mooltan, — not, be it observed, conscripts, but 
soldiers by hereditary j)rofession, — not only knew what 
was in store for them under the new administration, but 
actually had a foretaste* of it before the British officers 
arrived. Moolraj, not well pleeised with his forced retire- 
ment, must have felt a malicious satisfaction, when dis- 
missing his troops, in explaining to them the cause of 
that unpopular measuro. We cannot, therefore, be sur- 
])rised to learn that the man who led the attack on the 
British officers ius they ]>ii.ssed over the draw'bridge of 
Mooltan, was a soldier, “ brooding, percliance”, as Major 
Kdwardes wrote, ‘Siver his own long services and probable 
<liKmissar',^ nor that the subsequent acts, by which 
Moolraj was effectually involved in rebellion, and “the 
crowning crime of assjissination”, were perpetrated by the 
Sikh troops. II 

For some years before the Sutlej campaign, all the 
power t)f the Punjaub State htul been wielded by the 
Sikh soldiery, through their Punohayuts, or elected com- 
mittees. Tliey had raised and deposed a succession of 
Princes and ministers ; in every political conjuncture 
their favour had to be propitiated by largesses and aug- 
mented pay. The Sikh army claimed the privilege of 
representing, as a corporate body, the Khalsa, — the elect 
and holy race of true believers. Lord Hardinge, writing 
to the Court of Directors on tlie 30th September 1845, 

* Papyrf, Punjaub, 1849, p. 2. t Ibbl., p. 6. { Ibid., p. 126, 

f A Ytar on th* Punjaub Frontier, vol, ii, |i. ul. || Ibid., j». 161. 
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says that the most influential and leading Chiefs'' feel 
“their personal interests'’ to be “endangered by the de- 
mocratic revolution so successfully accomplished by the 
Sikh army”.* Even the Maharanee saw her own brother, 
.Jowahir Singh, sliot down before her own eyes, by the 
sentence of this armed Inouisition. 

In the Duke of Argyll’s own words: — ‘'It was the 
Khalsa army, not the Lahore Government, which began 
the Sikh war. The great force which Runjeet had 
brought together, and had disciplined with admirable 
efficiency for the purj)08es of war, was an army whose 
fierce fanaticism, inflamed by concentration aiid by the 
sense of ]K)wer, liad become incapable of control.' t 

The victories of Lord Gough, and the occupation of 
Ijahore, put an end to the Pnetorian Parliament. The 
Punchayuts were no longer recognised or allowed to as- 
semble. Discipline was restored and enforced. Military 
license was restrained. The ])olitical influence of the 
armv was annihilated. 

Tl»e Sirdars, who for years had trembled under the 
thraldom of tht‘ Sikh Punchayuts, rejoiced at their sub- 
jtigation. Put the unruly fanatics who had organised and 
guided thos(‘ short-lived democratic institutions, were^ of 
coiu'se, furious at their dowuifalb and, though somewhat 
dejected and discouraged by the recHMit crushing disiister, 
only waited for an opportunity to claim their representa- 
tive functions, and to regain their former ascendencv. 

In every scene throughout the insurrectionary crisis 
thes<ame incidents re})eat themselves. The Sikh soldiers 
try to force on a rebellion, opposed and resisted by the 
nobles and landholdei's, and even by their regimental 
officers. It was so, even by t^aptain Abbott’s account, 
with the Sikh Brigade which he sus{)ected and surrounded 
in Haztira. “The officers,’’ he writes, “received his” 
((diuttur Singh’s) “orders wuth distrust, demurred, de- 
layed, but were finally borne along by the men. 'J Ac- 
cording to him. Sirdar Ghuttur Singh “ordered them” 
(the troops) “to destroy an innocent and loyal man, and 

• Papers reeptciing the late Hostilities^ etc., 1846, 6. 

t India under Dalhottsie and Canningy p. bly. 
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to mutiny against my authority, and ttmt of their 

Captain Nicholson writes to the Resident: — ‘‘If the 
Sikli troops in Hazara were under the control of their 
officers, there would be no difficulty ; but, as usual in the 
Sikh army, few or none of the officers have any influence 
with the men.’ '*' 

Major George Lawrence writes from Peshawur : — “I 
really lielieve that most of the officers are very desirous 
to keep their troops to their allegiance.” 

The Resident, snortly after the bad news from Mool- 
tan writes : — “1'he Sikh Sirdars whom I have sent may 
be implicitly relied upon, and the influence which they 
have with the soldiery they will make the best use of. 
But the soldiery themselves are not equally trustworthy; 
they are dispirited ; not satisfied with their Sirdars ; and 
have, as may be supposed, no very kindly feeling for 
us.”^ On the 22nd of June, he wrote again : — “ The 
Sirdars are true, I l)elieve ; the soldiers are all false, I 
know. ”11 

On the 13th of July, Major Edwardes reported thus to 
the Resident: — “With respect to the Sirdars^ I believe 
them to he heart and soul on our side, which is the side 
of jaghires, titles, employments, and whole throats. But 
their force, with equal confidence, I report to be against 
us to a nian.’T 

The Itesident writes to Government on the 17th June 
1848 

On the night of the 8th instant, the Cliuninjeet Kegiinent of 
Cavalry broke into opt‘n mutiny: (Mr Sirctam succeeded, with some 
difficulty, in preventing the Artillery and the Infantry Regiment 
from joining them.”** 

Many of the Sirdars were by degrees drawn into the 
tide, particularly after the Maharanee’s exile, and the 
defection of Chuttur Singh and his sons, but they went 
reluctantly and doubtfully, and in some cases were evi- 
dently dragged into it by the troops. The Sirdars, in 
fact, had something to lose. The Sikh soldiers had lost 

* Papert, Punjaub, 1849, p. 311. + Jhid., p. 307. 

t Ibid., p. 340. $ Ibid., p. 137. II IbOl., p. 220. 

^ Ibid., p. 254. •• Ibid., p. 217. 
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nearly everything; and they saw tliat if a reformed 
system were firmly established in the Punjaub, their oc- 
cupation was gone. As the British administration was 
more comf)letely introduced, they found their organisa- 
tion broken up, their sj)ecial privileges abolished, their 
pay lowered,* and their numbers reduced. Of course they 
were ripe for revolt. 

The llesident. Sir Frederick Currie, writes as follows 
on the 27th of September 1848 : — ‘‘The S^kh soldiers of 
the old regime can never again be trusted ; and I must 
say that, to my knowledge. Rajah Tij Si/ir/h said, two 
years (ujo, and has (d trays adhered to the opinion, that it 
was less danyerons, ajul would prove less embarrassing, to 
disband them all, and raise a new army, than to continue 
a inttn of them in serrieey\ 

We did not tjike Rajah Tej Singh’s advice; hut, on the 
contrary, as the Resident said, kept uj) the old Sikh 
troops, as “the disciplined army of the country, and left 
in their hands all the artillery and munitions of vvar.”j 

(Chronic mutiny had existed in the Sikh army for six 
years, sustained hy religious fanaticism, and swelled hy 
CH)ntinued success to the dimensions of a democratic re- 
volution. We knew it; we were warned of it. Nothing 
occurred in 1 848 that was not contemplated and expressly 

1 )rovided for, when the Ihitish (h)vernment undertook, in 
)ecember 1 84r), the office of (Juardian (hiring the minority 
of Maharajah l>uleep Singh. The se\ eral extensions of 
the British protective occupation were conceded by Lord 
Hardinge, at the urgent reipiest of tlie Durbar, with 
reference to “ the reorganisation of the army”.§ 
’(IS recognised on all sides, throughout the negotia- 
tions, as the ^reat i*equirement and the great j>eril. Lord 
Hardinge, writing to the Resident on the 7th of Decem- 
ber 1840, declares that he “cannot permit the renewal of a 
state of anai'chy and military despotism, similar to that 
which existed last year’\|| Within ten days of this despatch 

• rofyers vftpectinif the late Hostilities, etc., 1846, pp. 95, 96. 
t ra/)ers, Punjavh, 1849, p. 377. t Ibid., p. 217. 

§ Farther Pajiers respertht^ the late 1/ostilitits, etc., 1846, pp. 9^, 
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being written, the Ai-ticles of Agreement were signed at 
Lahore, on the 16th December 1846, embodying ^e only 
terms on which the Governor-General would consent to 
the continuance of a British force at Lahore, and by 
which “unlimited authority in all matters, during the 
Maharajali’s minority”, were conferred upon the British 
Resident.* 

“ The immediate effect,” says Lord Hardinge, “ of 
depriving a numerous body of military adventurers of 
employment (there being still many to be disbanded to 
reduce the numbers to the limits of the Treaty of 
Lahore), may be troublesome, and a source of some un- 
etisiness. No policy cair at once get rid of an evil which 
has been the growth of years.”t 

“ I see aiound me”, writes the Resident, Sir Henry 
Lawrence, in April 1847, “and bear of, so many men, 
who, having been Generals and Golonels in the Sikl'i army, 
are now stniggling for existence ; and, at the same time, 
know that so little justice has been done even in recent 
reductions, that my great wonder has been the good con- 
duct of the Sikh army during tlie last twelvemonth.” 

“ I am well aware that neither independent feelings, 
nor lawless habits, ar e easily eradicated : arrd I am qurte 
satisfied that there is nothing too foolish, nothing too 
desperate, for Asiatic zealots or desperadoes to attempt. 

I endeavour therefore to be on the alert. 

In June 1847, he writes as follows; — “It is wise to 
keep before our eyes the fact that the animus of unrest 
and insunection slumbers, but is not yet dead, in the 
Punjaub. It would be a miracle if it were otherwise; for 
assuredly the habits acquired during six years of anarchy 
are not to be laid aside in a month or a year.§ 

It is clear, then, that neither Lord Hardinge, nor Sir 
Henry LavTence, the Resident whom he appointed, ex- 
pected to be immediately free from all danger of military 
mutiny or rebellion. TTie following extract is taken 
from the History of India, by Mr. J. C. Marshman. 

* Paptr$, Article* of Agreement, 1847, p. 24. 

t lUd., p. 25. 
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“ The precautionary iiieasiires adopted by Lord Hardinge mani- 
fested equal foresight and vigour. He did not expect that a 
country teeming with disbanded soldiers, the bravest and most 
haughty in India, who had been nurtured in victory and conquest, 
and painj>ered with seven years of military licence, would be as 
free from disturbance as a district in Bengal. To provide for the 
prompt suppressiijn of any insurrectionary movements which 
might arise, he organised three moveable Brigades, complete in 
carriage and equij)ment, each of which consisted of one European 
corps, three Keginients of Native Infantry and one of Cavalry, 
with twelve guns, chiefly of European Horse Artillery. These 
were held in readiness at Lahore, J ullunder and Feroze]>ore, to 
take the field at the shortest notice.”* 

Yet on the very first occasion of the peace of the 
country being disturbed, the llesident, Sir Frederick 
Currie, writes to Lord Dalhousie : — ‘‘ Dew^an Moolraj is an 
officer of the Sikh Government ; he is in rebellion, if in 
rebellion at all, to the Sikh Durbar, and the orders of 
that Government. The coercion must come from the 
Sikh Government, annidvd J/y British troo2^s, If possihlv. 
If it sho}dd hr nrvrssunj to more a British soldier, the 
({(fair trill he a serious one for the Dt(r}>ar''^ 

“ I could not consent, under any eircuinstanees, to send a British 
force on such an ex])editioii, v'hatcrcr maif he the nsult a?ul conse- 
quefice of the Mate of thimjs trhirh will follow, to the cotifimtajice of 
the Sikh Gorernvient.l 

And this, although the British troops were there, 
under treaty, and w^ere subsidised, fin* that very service 
of iiiainLiining the Sikh Government, and jjreserving 
“ the peace of the country/’>i 

“ The principal Sirdars started this niorning, under the impres- 
sion that tlie British cfduinn would follow. I liave sent for them 
hack, to explain to them that they must, by their own resources, 
put down the rebellion of their own (Governor, aided by their own 
troops and their ofticers, and bring the perpetrators to punish- 
ment.” || 

So soon w’^as the menacing note of annexation sounded 
in the ears of the Sikh Sirdars. And this language, 

• Marshman’s History of India, 1807, vol. iii, p. 305. 

t Papers, Punjauh, 1849, p. 133. } Ibid., p. 139. 
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natural and excusable in the first excitement, indigna- 
tion, and perplexity of a sudden and alarming crisis, per- 
vades, with some intermittence and inconsistency, all the 
Resident's correspondence, and is at last deuberatdy 
adopted by the Governor-General in pronouncing his 
final judgment. 

On the 27th April, the Resident continues his nar- 
rative. 

“ Tlu^ ( liiefs ivtunied yesterday morning, and liaving heard what 
1 had to say regarding the necessity of their putting down the 
rebellion, and bringing the otTenders to justice, by their own means, 
as the onljj hope df sari ng their Oovi rnineni, tliey retired to consult 
and (•,on(?ert iiu asures. 

“ After nuu li discussion tliey declared themselves unable, with- 
out llritisli aid, to coerce l)ewan Moolraj in Mooltan, and bring 
the jierpetmtors of the outrage to justice. They admitted that 
their troops were not to be depended on to act against Moolraj, 
especially the regular army of the State, and they i-ecommended 
that these corjis should be kept iu their former positions, to main- 
tain the i»eace, ami prevent, as far as possible, tlie spread of tlie 
rebellion. This service they thought the Sikh troops might be 
de])ended on to perform, under the aiTungements they proposed 
lor the Chiefs, with their jH*rsonal followers, going out themselves 
into the Provinces, — more especially if speedy .measures w^erci 
taken by the British Government for the occupation of Mooltan.”* 

Tliere can be no (piestion tliat tliis sulvicewas the best 
jiKssible for the time. If it li;wl Ijeen taken, the rel)eIlion 
would liave been speedily crushed. It wiis not tfikeu. 
This discussion took place on April 2Gtb, 1848. But it 
wjus not until Augu.st 18tb, after an interval of four 
months, that the Briti.sh troops, under General Whish, 
arrived before Mooltan.t The siege was raised on Sep- 
tember 14th, in consequence of the defection of 'Rajah 
Shere Singh.;}: It was not until December 26th, 1848, 
that the Force under General Wliish, having been 
strengthened by a Division from Bombay, resumed its old 
position before Mooltan, after three months and a half 
more of inaction, during which jieriod the Commander-in- 
Chief had made no military movement to arrest Chuttur 
Singh’s operations, or to support the British officers in 

* Papers^ Punjaub, 1849, p. 140. 

t Ihirf., p. 291, 
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the more distant posts. Mooltaii was taken in a week 
after the renewal of the siege ; the Dewan Moolraj sur- 
rended himself unconditionally on January 22nd, 1849. 
But, in the meanwhile, the mischief was done ; these 
long delays, these retrogressive and suspensive manoeu- 
vres, had given double force to all other provocations 
and temj)tations. The Punjaub wjus in a blaze. Rajah 
Shere Singh was now at the hetid of 30,000 men, 
with 60 guns. The drawn battle of Chillian walla was 
fought on January 13th, 1849. On February 21st, Lord 
Gough, reinforced" by the whole of General Whish’s army, 
gained the crowning victory of (jloojerat ; and on March 
14th, Sirdar Chuttur Singh, Rajah Shere Singh, and 
other Chiefs gave u]> their swords ; and the remains of 
the Sikh army, to the number of 16,000 men, laid down 
their arms. So ended the second Punjaub war, — eleven 
months having ela{>sed since ihe first outbreak at 
Mooltan. Not a British soldier was moved for the first 
three months. After the first failuie to take Mooltan, 
there was a total ces.sation of active etfoi-ts in the field for 
three months more, from the middle of Se})tember to the 
middle of December 1848. 

Every one had fore\seen the inevitable effect of these 
dilatory mejisures. Throughout the Blue Book are scat- 
ter*ed inmimerable expressions of o})ini<)n by the Resident 
and his Assistants, that any long delay in jmnishing the 
mutinous outrage at Mooltaii, winild act as an irresistilde 
encounigement to military ambition, and an incitement 
to Sikh fanaticism. Major Edwardes savs: — “It was my 
own belief at the time, that had the Mooltan reI)ellion 
])een j)ut down at once, the Sikh insurrection would never 
have grown out of it ; it wjis a belief shai'ed, moreover, 
(fis well as I remember,) bv every political officer in the 
Punjaub, and I for one still think so now."^ 

On June 22nd, 1848, Major Edwardes, having with the 
troops of the Nawab of Bhawulj)oor, a force of 18,000 
men and 30 guns under his command, all well-disposed, 
and in high spirits at their two recent victories, proposed 
to the Resident to commence the seige of Mooltan forth- 
with, asking only for a few heavy guns, and an Engineer 
• A IV^ir 0)1 thf Pmijanh Frontier^ vol. ii, p. 145. 



THE PITNJAUB. 


49 


officer with a detachment of Sappers. And two jrears 
later he writes : — 

“ In June and up to the end of July, I am quite sure that 
Lieutenant Lake's force and my own could have taken the city of 
Mooltan with the utmost facility; for it was surrounded by no- 
thing stronger than a venerable brick wall, and the rebel army was 
dispirited by its losses at Kineyree and Suddoosam. On tliis jx)int 
neither Lieutenant Lake nor myself, nor General Cortlandt (who 
was an older, and therefore a steadier soldier than either of ns) 
had ever any douht/’-f* 

Major Robert Napier of the Engineers, J writing from 
Mooltan on September 14th, just as (leneral Whish was 
compelled to raise the siege, explains the effect of the long 
delay on the jH'rsannrl of the rel>el army. “ Moolraj’s 
foi’ces are no^\’ very different from what they were when 
E<hvardes met tliem. Except a few, the Irregulars have 
been exclianged for the old Sikh soldiers.” § 

But the veteran Cvhiei* of the Indian army couhi not 
“consent to an insufficient force, such as one Brigade of 
any strength, being sent”, and pieferred to wait “until 
the proper season for military operations” (the cold season) 
“ should arrive." i| 

If these dilatory measures were adopted in perfect good 
faith, — and I have no doubt that they were by the mili- 
tary authorities, — I should not hesitate to condemn them 
as unstatesinanlike and blundering. 

If they were not adopted in perfect good faith, — “if”, 
as has often been hinted, “ the delay in crushing the 
rebellion sprang in part from a secret hope of its spreading 
far enough to furnish Government with a fair excuse for 
annexing the whole dominions of Runjeet Singh ”,T — such 
a policy can only be characterised as unprincipled and 
unjustifiable. 

But whether the dilatory plan was unstatesmanlike or 
unprincipled, — whether it was a blunder or a trick, — nay, 
even if it was the wisest possible, and in every respect 

• Papers^ Punjauh^ 1849, p. 223. 

t A Year on ike Punjauh Frontiery vol. ii, p. 403. 

J Now Lord Napier of Magdala, G.C.B., etc. 
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p. 134. 
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jiistifiable, — ^my position is unaiiected. It was emphati- 
cally our work. It was a plan deliberately adopted by 
the Resident and the Governor-General, contrary to the 
advice of the Council of Regency. It was the plan of 
Lord Dalhousie, administering, “ with unlimited powers”, 
under trea^, the government of the Punjaub. It was 
the plan oi the Guardian, managing the affairs of his 
Ward. 

Lord Dalhousie’s procedure in settling the future rela- 
tions of the Punjaub with Britisli India after the cam- 
paiOT of 1 849, just amounts to tins : — a Guardian, having 
undertaken, for a valuable consideration, a troublesome 
and dangerous trust, declares, on the first occurrence of 
those troubles and dangers, of which he luwl full knowledge 
and fore- warning, that, as a compensation for bis exertions 
and a y)rotection for the future, he shall ap})ropriate his 
Ward’s estate and personal property to his own purposes. 
And this, although the Guardian holds ample security in 
his own hands for the rej)aymeut of any outlay, and the 
satisfaction of any damages he might have incurred, in 
executing the conditions of the trust. 

We have (juoted the Resident’s refusal to send a Bri- 
tish force to Mooltan, ‘•whatever may be the conse- 
((uences of the state of things which will follow to the 
continuance of the Sikh Governmejit. ” In the same 
dispatch he writes to Lord Dalhousie as follows : — 

“ Your Lordsliif) will, I fear, have to consider how far it is in- 
cuinlHint upon us, how far it is i)o.s.sible for us, to maintain an 
engagement with a Cjoveriunent, which, in the i)ersons of its 
(.’hiefs, its soldiers, and its' people, rei)ays our endeavours for its 
maintenance by i^itidy and outrage, and is powerless to afford ns 
redress. 

•' Doubtless we have reilueed it t<j its state of weakness, but we 
are not res]>onsible for its treachery and violation of trust.”* 

At this time no “ Cliiefs”, except the Dewan Moolraj 
of Mooltan, had committed any offence ; no “ soldiers”, 
except those at Mooltan, had taken part in any perfidy 
or outrage ; and the “ people” had not moved in the 
matter at all. 

Dewan Moolraj was not a Sikh : he and his father Irad 

^ J^apfrs, Puftf'tub^ 1819, j». 140. 
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governed Mooltan for thirty years, with ahnost inde- 
pendent sway; they had fortified the city with the 
scarcely disguised object of holding their own against the 
Sikh Government, whose power they had repeate^y 
defied,- -once during the British occupation of Lahore, 
before the transfer of authority to the Resident.* If 
Moolraj, therefore, rebelled again, it was nothing to be 
suiprised at, — nothing but what ought to have been, 
and must have been, contemplated and prepared for, 
when we assumed the administration of the Punjaub. 
Yet the Resident speaks of this occurrence as something 
prodigious and unheard of ; and denounces ther Sikn 
Government, — over which he was presiding, with un- 
limited powers, — as guilty of perndy and outrage, in 
the persons” of the refractory vassaV and turbulent sol- 
diery, whom the Durbar, by imploring British assist- 
ance, had confessed themselves unable to coerce. 

This inability, also, is made a charge against the Dur- 
bar by the Resident, and a pretext tor no lunger main- 
taining our engagemeni with it ; although its inability 
to control the Chiefs and the army, was the main cause 
of that engagement being made. It is “ powerless”, he 
complains, “ to afford us redress.” He adds : — ‘‘ Doubt- 
less we have reduced it to its ' state of weakness.” The 
Government of the Punjaub was not powerless ; but all 
its power was concentrated in the hands of the British 
Resident. Its power mainly consisted in the British 
troops, subsidised from the revenues of the countiy, 
which the Resident hesitated to employ. Without tlie 
aid of the British troops, to \vhich it was entitled by 
treaty, it was, of couree, in “ a state of weakness”, and 
to that state of weakness, as the Resident admits, we 
had depressed it. The visible British occupation and 
notorious transfer of power to the Resident, tended to 
destroy the personal influence of the Sirdars, while the 
substitution of a British force for the disbanded Sikh 
troops, placed the means of executive supremacy beyond 
their reach. Both the physical and moral force at the 
dis{x>sal of the Durbar, apart from the Resident's sup- 
port, was greatly diminished. 

♦ Papers^ Punjaub^ 1849, pp. 5, 117. 
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Tlie scheme for the reduction and reorganisation of the 
army seems to have been most judicious, — though, per- 
haps, the more sweeping measure proposed by Eajah Tej 
Singh, would have been safer and more effectual, — and it 
appears to have been carried out with great considera- 
tion, and with many countervailing advantages for the 
humbler and less ambitious soldiers, especially for those 
who were not Sikhs. But it was a most critical and 
delicate operation, and it was emphatically onr work. 

By the unlimited authority entrusted to the Resident, 
the numerical strength of the Sikh army had been 
lowered, until every town and village was filled with the 
discontented brethren of those who were still retained in 
tlie ranks, who.se disaffection was at the same time en- 
hanced by a stricter discipline, curtailed privileges, and 
the downfall of tlieir jiolitical and religious prepon- 
derance. 

It c<nild not he e.xpected, — we have seen that it w'as 
not expected by Lord Hardinge and Sir Henry Law- 
rence, — that this transition stage w'ould l)e passed 
through in perfect tranquillity. Yet the Resident de- 
claims against “ the jierfidy and outrage ”, — ‘‘ treachery 
and violation of trust ”, — “spoliation and crime””,* — com- 
mitted at Mooltan, as unprecedented and unimaginable, 
and imputes it all to the Sikh CJoveniment, “ in the 

1 )ei’Sons” of the mutinous soldiery, who, during six years 
uul domineered over all autliority, who had murdered 
tliree Prime Ministers aiul several Princes, and whose 
subjection was the special task Ave had engaged to 
perform. 

We knew what we were about when we assumed the 
(luardiansliip of a Prince whose dominions had suffered 
from six years of anarcliy. We nndertook the obliga- 
tions of suppressing military mutiny and civil wai', — 
“ of preserving the pefice of the country”, with British 
troops subsidised for the purpose. Furtliermore, Ave ob- 
tjiined by the Treaty unlimited military powers through- 
out the Punjaub, — the right of holding all the strong 
places and positions, the right of disbanding and enlist- 
ing troops. It may have been hoped, but it can never 
* Papertt, Pvnjauh, 1849, p. 141. 
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have been expected, that everything would go on 
smoothly, that our troops would never be activelv em- 
ployed, — that none of those scenes of violence and blood- 
sh^, which had compelled the Durbar to entreat our 
aid, would recur during the British occupation. For the 
term of our Guardianship, — ^the minority of Duleep 
Singh — we demanded full powers, we accepted full re- 
s})onsibility. 

Lord Dalhousie admits his full responsibility, as the 
Guardian of British interests, for the inordinate military 
delays which swelled the Mooltan rebellion into a war, 
Init does not seem to feel any responsibility at all,jas the 
trustee and administrator of the Punjaub State, and the 
Guardian of its infant Mahanajah. “ On the one hand”, 
he writes, ‘‘ it was imj>ossible to doubt that, if there 
existed in the minds of the people of the Punjaub any 
inclination to rise against the British power, a delay in 
visiting the outrage committed at Mooltan, and the aj)- 
parent impunity of the oftender, would give strong en- 
couragement to an outbreak which might spread over 
the vmole Punjaub. ( )u the other hand, it was equally 
clear that there would be serious danger to the health 
and to the very existence of European troops”, if they 
were to carrv on ‘‘military operations in the hot and rainy 
months.”^’* 

It might have occurred to the Governor-General and 
the Commander-in-Clnef that the loss of life among the 
European and Native troops of our army, and the gene- 
ral destruction of life and ])roperty in the Punjaub, 
would be much greater in the event of a general re- 
bellion, than could possibly be caused by the march of 
one Brigade of British troops in the hot and rainy 
months. And as it might have been anticipated, so it 
proved. “ Strange to say”, writes Mr. J. C. Marshman, 

“ it was found that General Whish’s troops were more 
healthy during their progress to Mooltan than they had 
been in cantonments, and it was manifest that the un- 
suitableness of the season, which was urged as a ground 
of objection to an early and prompt movement, was a 
mere bugbear.”t 

• Paperff Punjanh, 1849, p. 656. 

t lli^ory o f Ivdifij vol. iii, p. .'^19. 
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These were Sir Henry Lawrence’s reflections on the 
military plans of 1848 : — “ We cannot aflord in India to 
shilly-shally and talk of weather and seasons. If we are 
not ready to take the field at all seasons, we have no 
business here.”* 

On the whole, however. Lord Dalhousie concludes that 
“ it can never now be determined whether the immediate 
commencement at that time” (the hot season) “ of the 
siege of Mooltan Avould or vrould not have averted the 
war. But this, at least”, he adds, “ is certain, that if the 
short delay which took place in punishing the murder of 
two British officers at Mooltan’ — a short delay of nine 
months !+ — “ could produce an universal rising against us 
throughout all the Puiijaub, the very fact itself betokens 
the existence of a deep and widespread feeling of hostility 
against us, which could not long have been repressed”.^ 

We shall see that the “ lising”. was by no means “ uni- 
veisal”, and that Lord Dalhousie’s denunciations of the 
Sirdars and the people of the Punjaub were highly ex- 
aggerated. 

Lord Dalhousie continues his argument as follow^s : — 
“The worst that can be alleged, therefore, against the 
delay is, that it precipitated the crisis; and opened, some- 
what earlier, to the Sikhs that opportunity for renewal of 
war, which, sooner or later, so liitter a spirit of hostility 
must have created for itself.’' 

Major Edwardes agrees with Lord Dalhousie on this 
point; he, also, thinks the stniggle was inevitable, sooner 
or later. He expresses his belief, in passiiges already 
quoted, that “ had the Mooltan rebellion been put down, 
the Sikh insurrection would never have grown out of it’', 
and that, with very moderate assistance from Lahore, he 
could have taken Mooltan in June. He indicates as 
[dainly as is consistent with modesty, and a decent respect 
for seniors and official superiors, his opinion that the 
delay was, both in a military and political point of view, 

• Kaye’s Indian Officeit (Allen, 1867), vol. ii, pp. 397, 298. 

+ Mr. Vans Agnew and Lieutenant Anderson were murdered on the 
20th April 1848 ; the citadel of Mooltan was surrendered by the Dewan 
Mt>olny on January 22nd, 1849. 

X 1819, p. Gr>7. 
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an error of judgment. But he in his table of Con- 
tents to the volume : — ‘‘ The Autnor shows that it was 
providential.” In the text he observes : — Far from 
regarding this as a matter for regret, I see in it only the 
strongest example that ever came within my own expe- 
rience, of human judgment overruled by Providence for 
good."’^ 

The ‘‘ good'’, according to Major Edwardes, was that 
the whole of the Punjaub was annexed to British India 
in March 1849’’; whereas, '‘if the most favourable cir- 
cumstances had succeeded, and on the 4th of September 
1854, the Governor-General, in fulfilment of Treaties 
j>ermitted to remain in force”, had withdrawn ther British 
troops, and handed over the Punjaub to its youthful 
Sovereign, ' with a revenue improved by peace, an ex- 
chequer replenished by honesty and economy, and an 
army improved by discipline”, no one can believe “ that 
the peace of the frontier would have lasted for a year, or 
a second Sikh war have been avoided”. t 

I cannot enter into the designs of Providence, but I 
freely acknowledge that Major Edwardes had many pre- 
cedents for his assumption. Every conquest has been 
hailed as providential by the conqueror. “Te Deum” is 
sung by the victor for every victory. 

Nor can a mere guess or surmise of what might have 
happened under different circumstances prove that a cer- 
Uiiii decision was wise, or just. If the annexation of the 
Punjau1» was an iniquitous proceeding ; if its iniquity has 
been made manifest, it is no reply to say either that 
it was Providential, or that it must nave happened sooner 
or later. 

This guess, or surmise, of the inveterate and inextin- 
guishable hostility of the Sikhs, is, however, by no means 
warranted by the history of our previous relations with 
them, by the progress of events during the insurrection, 
or by our experience of other States and other races in 
India. No doubt there was a turbulent spirit abroad in 
1848; there were elements of political and religious 
fanaticism pervading large classes in the Punjaub, espe- 

• A Year on the Fnajaiih Frontier^ vol. ii, p. 145, 
t Aw/., pp. 145, 1 IG. 
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cially the Sikhs serving in the army, or connected with 
the soldiery. We knew all this when we undertook the 
Guardianship ; our protective occupation was invited ex- 
pressly to meet those perils. No doubt this turbulent 
and fanatical spirit became hostile to the British occupa- 
tion, and to the party of Sikh Sirdars who co-operated 
with the Itesident, when the new administration was 
carrying into effect the reduction and restraint of the 
army. But there would have been the same hostility 
against a {nirely Native Government, if it had attempted 
to enforce, without British assistance, the same unpopular 
measures. 

At)out the time of tlie biul news from Mooltan, however, 
everything indicated that the Punjaub was settling down 
into a state of peaceful industry. A general impression 
prevailed of the overwhelming and resistless power of 
the British Government, and of the moderation and 
justice of its policy. On April ()th, 1848, the Kesident 
thus reported to the Governor-General : — 

‘'reiiect traiKiiiillity juv.vails, at tliroughont all the 

territories under the l-4ihore (loveriiiuent ; and I have no reason 
to think that the ap])arent contentment of the people is other 
tluin real.’’ 

It is impossible to say exactly what ])ermanent effect 
would have been produced on the habits and pursuits of 
the people, if traiKjuillity could have been preserved 
during the five years and a half of the Maharajah’s 
minority that remained, according to the Treaty — if Lord 
Dalhousie had not decided in favour of annexation — 
when the insurrection was finally cjuelled in March 1849. 
If a judicious system luul been hrouglit into play, live or 
six years might have accustomed the people to the ad- 
vantages of j)eace and ol der, and a strong Native Govern- 
ment might have been installed at Lahore. 

Great changes for the better had certainly begun to 
tell in the fimt fifteen months of British occupation. A 
great advance had l)een made towards a state of poli- 
tical quietude, the best evidence of which is to be found 
in the slowness and reluctance with which the successive 
steps in the insurrection were taken. 

Notwithstanding the dangerous excitement that un- 
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doubt^ly prevailed thi-oughout the lower ranks of the 
Sikh soldiery, both those in the service and those recently 
disbanded, there had been no extensive mutiny, or deser- 
tion of numerical importance, until Rajah Snere Singh 
went over to the enemy in September, from motives 
which we have already discussed. When Sirdar Chuttur 
Singh and his son, with the troops under their command, 
were openly co-operating with the Dewan Moolraj, who 
had now defied the British power for five months with 
imf)unity, when General Wliish was obliged, as the 
result of Rajah Shere Singh’s defection » to raise the siege 
of Mooltan, and wait for reinforceiueiits,* a great stimulus 
was given to the ambition and fanaticism of €he dis- 
affected Siklis throughout the Punjaub. And yet up to 
October 4t]i, the Resident writes, no Sirdar had joined 
(yhuttur Singh, t, who luul failed utterly to induce any 
of the Regular ti'oops, except those who had been witri 
liim in Hazara, and against wliom C^aptain Abbott had 
taken the initiative, to join his banner. He had marched 
towards the camp of his sou. Rajah Shere Singh and the 
other insurgents, in despair at the refusals he had re- 
ceived /Vo7/^ titr Sikh ojfiiT)\s at Peshawnir It was not 
until ()cto])er tliat the troops at Bunnoo and Peshawur 
broke into mutiny,^ w^hen Moolraj had held out for six 
months, and Cduittur Singh was, to all appearance, un- 
checked and unopposed. 

Thus the main cause of an “ unpremeditated and acci- 
dental j! outbreak, according to Lord Dalhousie, growing 
into a formidable insurrection, w[is the long delay before 
any attempt was made to punish the Dewan Moolraj, — a 
delay which, by degrees, raised him from a very low grade 
in popular estimation to the rank of the great heroes of 
Hindoo lore, and dissipated almost all the advantages of 
the brilliant success of Major Edwardes and General 
Cortlandt, at the head of the Maharajah s troops. This 
delay, astonishing and inexplicable to the people at large, 
was explained by the Resident to the most influential 
men of the country in a sense the most alarming and 

• Punjaub Papers^ 1849, p. 355. t Ibid,^ p. 381. 

t Ibid,, pp. 390, 391. § Ibid., pp. 375, 397. 

II Ante, p. 40 (note). 
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exasperating jXMSBible. Tliey were told that “ they must 
put down the reliellion by their own resources, the only 
nope of smnng their Govenumuf'. No wonder a rumour 
soon got abroad among the Sirdars and soldiery, as Major 
Ed warden tells us tliat ‘‘the British meditated declaring 
the Punjaub forfeited by the recent troubles and mis- 
conduct of the troops''. The rumour was true. 

As if to add more fuel to these inflammatory rumours, 
to stir up against us every feeling of loyalty and chivalry 
at the most critical moment, the Maharanee, “the mother 
of all the Sikhs”, was suddenly deported from the country, 
and imprisoned at Benares, under circumstances whicli, 
we may be sure, assumed in the telling an aspect of 
violence and indignity. The eflect upon the Sikh troops 
of this most ill-judged measure, was, as we have seen, 
immediate. The Ihanee’s influence was almost annihi- 
lated, when we made Imr a martyr, and it revived at 
once. 

The rumour as to tlie impending annexation, tlie doubts 
as to his daughter’s marriage with the Maharajah, and 
the facts iis to the Ranee’s persecution, may liave already 
converted old C-hiittur Singh into a conspirator, but it 
was the Mussulman insurrection of his own Province, 
instigated and headed by his colleague, (Captain Abbott, 
unchecked and unrej>roved by the Resident, that com- 
pelled him to become a rebel. 

Surely it is suflicientlv obvious that among a warlike 
race and sect like the Siklis, — so lately dominant through- 
out the Punjaub in Church and State, — and after, the 
stirring events of the jxrevious six years, these successive 
temptations and provocations could not but prove irre- 
sistiTble, and tliat they form an ample explanation of the 
phenomena and <leveIopment of the second Punjaub war, 
without resorting to the unwarrantable surmise that “a 
renewal of war” was inevitable, and that our dilatory pro- 
ceedings merely “ precipitated the crisis". There is no- 
thing to show that, without these delays and errors of 
judgment on our part, there would e\ er nave been a crisis 
at all. But for the extraordinary temptations of our 
long inaction and apparent inability to coi>c with the 
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rebellion, — but for the excitement caused by the well- 
founded rumours as to our bad intentions towards the 
Raj, — but for the provocations afforded by the Ranee’s 
exue and persecution, and the unjust treatmMit of Chut- 
tur Singh, — no Sirdar or person of importance would 
have been led astray by the unpremeditated outrage' of 
Mooltan. For five months the revolt made no prepress. 
In the sixth month the defection of Rajah Shere Singh 
and the suspension of operations at Mooltan turned the 
scale against prudent counsels and gave redoubled force 
to fanaticism and ambition. Measures for which the 
British Resident and the Governor-General were solely 
responsible:, made a hero out of the timid Dewan Moolraj, 
a martyr out of the baffled Maharanee, and a formidable 
rebel leader out of the infirm and aged Governor, Sirdar 
Chuttur Singh. 

Lord Dalliousie could not, or would not, see, that his 
full res})onslbillty, not oidy for the military delays, but 
for eveiy exciting and irritating incident, and for every 
step, good or 1 k« 1, that was taken before or after the first 
explosion at Mooltan, effectually barred his Ingenious 
method of sejjarating the Durl)ar, as “ the Government 
of Lahore”, from the Resident, the absolute head of that 
Government. I)\iring the period prescribed by the 
'freaty for the Maharajah’s minority, no crisis, no second 
struggle, could absolve the British Government from the 
obligations of Guardianship and management, so long as 
it professed to fulfil those duties, and was able to do so 
without interruption. 

Even supposing that eveiy administrative measure 
before the outbreak at Mooltan, and every step taken by 
the Resident after it, had been the wisest possible, — 
supposing the rebellion had not been in the slightest 
degree provoked or extended by any error, excess, omis- 
sion, or delay of the British Government, — Lord Dal- 
housie’s case would not be in the least improved. Sup- 
posing that the surmise by which he attempted to justify 
the annexation, were demonstrably true, and that the 
Sikhs were really animated, from the first day of the 
occupation, with so deep and bitter a hostility, that they 
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only watched their opportunity for revolt, and would 
never have been pacified without a second lesson, then I 
say that they were entitled to that second lesson with- 
out any extra charge. The State of Lahore had paid 
heavily in money, and in territory, for the first lesson ; 
and we liad undertaken, in consideration of an annual 
subsidy, secured on tlie public revenues administered by 
ourselves, to perforin the office of Teacher for a term of 
years. If unexpected difficulties had presented themselves 
in the performance of this office, we should, even then, have 
had no right to complain. But it was not so. We un- 
derstood quite well the nature of the evils we had 
engaged to encounter and cure, and they were clearly 
aggravated by our own malpnictice. 

In his last instructions to the Resident, before publicly 
announcing the annexation of the Punjaub to the British 
dominions. Lord Dalhousie wrote as follows : — 

“The time lias arrived at wliicli it is m*ee.ssary that tlie deter- 
mination which the Governor-General lias formed regarding the 
future administration of the Punjaub, should be communicated to 
the Goirrninent at Lahore, 

“ ( )n meeting the Cvnnnl of Jifyenri/y you will jiresent to them 
the >(Ote herewith transmitted, in which the determination of the 
Govenunent of India, regarding our future relations with the 
Punjaub, is fully set forth. 

“ If the Govenunent of Lahore should acijuiesce in that determi- 
nation, you are authorised to grant the Terms which are contained 
in the enclosed ]>a])er.”* 

Lord Dalhousie s object in thus thrusting prominently 
forward the throttled C'puncil of Regency, and investing 
it, in its hist agony, with the character of “ the Govern- 
ment of Lahore”, is transparently obvious. He wished 
to fiusten unon the Regency a sort of national responsi- 
bility, in which the Msdiarajah might be included. But 
tlie Council of Regency, apart from British control, never 
was “ the Government of Lahore”, and its maintenance 
up to the date of annexation, proves the very contrary 
of what Lord Dalhousie wanted. The continued existence 
of this Regency, throughout the rebellion, proves that 
British responsibility and Guardianship were never 

* Pitnjavb^ 1849 , |). 648 . 
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shaken off or shifted for a day^ If indeed the British 
Resident had been driven ftom his position at Lahore ; 
if he had lost the custody of the Ms^arajah s person ; if 
he had been forced to abdicate for a time the functions 
of government, and the Ward had thrown off his tute- 
lage, the Guardian might have been justified in reentering 
the country as a conqueror, and declaring all previous 
engagements to be at an end. But no such interruption 
ever took place. The Resident’s authority as chief ruler 
of the Punjaub was never suspended. During the re- 
bellion, which in Lord Dalhousie’s opinion warranted him 
in dethroning his Ward, the capital city was never dis- 
turbed ; and the Government of the Punjaub, exactly as 
we had chosen to organise it, — including the (council of 
Regency, — was unaltered to the last. Six, if not seven,* 
out of the eight CV.)uncillors remained faithful to their 
engagements, and six of them signed the Terms, under 
compulsion.'!' 

These six Sirdars, — Rajah Deena Nath, Rajah Tej 
Singh, Bhaee Nidhan Singh (the head of the Sikh re- 
ligion), Fakeer Noor-oud-deen, Shumshere Sing Sind- 
hanwalla, and Uttur Sing Kaleewalla, — who were per- 
fectly blameless in their public conduct, — were told that 
‘‘ if they I'efused to accept the Terms which the Go- 
vernor-General oflered, the Maharajah and themselves 
would be entirely at his mercy”, and would not be 
“ entitled to receive any allowance whatever.” If they 
signed the Terms, and continued “ to give their advice 
and assistance, whenever they were called upon to do 
so”, their jagheers (landed estates) would not be confis- 
cated, though no promise of hereditary tenure could be 
made. But, ‘‘ if they did not subscribe to the condi- 
tions”, the Resident could not promise that any con- 
sideration would be shown them.”]; 

In the last crisis of the rebellion, on the 18th of No- 
vember, a Proclamation had been issued, sanctioned and 
approved by Lord Dalhousie on the 14th of December 
1848, which contained the following announcement : — 

♦ One of them, Runjore Singh Majeetia, being only suspected. 

t PaperBy Punjauhy 1849, pp. 649, 653. 

J Ihid.y pp. 649, 650. 
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“ It is not the desire of the British Government that those who 
are innocent of the above offences, who have taken no part, secretly 
or openly, in the disturbances, and who have remained faithful in 
their ob^ience to the Government of Maharajah Duleep Singh, — 
be they Sikh or bo they of any other class, — should suffer with 
the guilty.”* 

Were the six members of the Council of Regency 
guilty ? On the contrary, they had done their best for 
the British Government during a season of extraordinary 
trial and temptation, and had faithfully co-ope^p,ted with 
the Resident in the administration of the Punjaub. Yet 
they were told that unless they signed and sealed the 
deposition of their Sovereign, they would be made to 
“ suffer with the guilty”, that their estates would be con- 
fiscated, that no consideration would be shown them, 
and that even if they took part in the destruction of the 
State, the hereditary tenure of their landed property 
would be annulled. 

Was the young Maharajah Duleep Singh, whose Go- 
vernment was jrrofessedly upheld in this wonderful 
Proclamation, guilty ? We must suppose that the extra- 
ordinary political cjisuistiy of the Resident was accepted 
at Hem Quarter’s, and that the Governor-General’s 
Ward was considered to be guilty “ in the person” of his 
mother, wlio was a prisoner at Benares, or of those “ evil 
disposed and insurgent Sirdars”, who, according to this 
document, had relrelled against his own Government. 
For he was made to suffer with the guilty. He was 
dethroned, despoiled, and banished. 

FurTthermore, this same Pi oclaination declares to “ the 
loyal subjects of the Maharajah”, as well as to any 
“ who, merely through ignorance, may have been led 
away by the false statements of the evil-disposed”, that 
“ the ai-rny” of the Commander- in-Chief, Lord Gough, 
“ has entered the Lahore territories, not as an enemy to 
the constituted Government, but to restore order and 
obedience, "t But where two recent treaties stood in the 
way of annexation, what was a Proclamation more or 
less ? 

• Paj)eri, P^injauh, p. 449. See Appendix. 

t p. 449. 
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And though Lord Dalhousie thus publicly proclaimed 
on the 18th of November 1848, — confirmed in a second 
proclamation dated the 5th of February 1849,* — ^that the 
large army under the Commander-in-Chief was not en- 
tering the Punjaub ‘'as an enemy to the constituted 
Government”, he had already written secretly to the 
Resident, on the 3rd of October, “ The Governor-General 
considers the State of Lahore to be, to all intents and 
jjurposes, directly at war with the British Government^.t 

Tlie State of Lahore at war with the British Govern- 
ment, while tlie Sovereign of the Punjaub was at Lahore, 
the Ward and Pupil of the Resident ! The State of 
Lahore at war with the British Government, while the 
admiriistrati<^n of the Punjaub was carried on at Lahore 
by the British Resident, in the nanfe of the infant Sove- 
reign, by virtue of a Treaty wuth him, and in unaltered 
accordance with the arrangements of that Treaty ! Where 
was that State of Lahore with which tlie British Govern- 
ment was at war, to be found ^ In the camp of Rajah 
Shere Singh, or in the fortress of Mooltan, which had 
been summoned to surrender on the 5th of September, 
“after tlie firing ol* a royal salute in honour of Her 
Majesty the Queen, and her Ally, His Highness Maha- 
l ajah Diilee]) Singh” ? | Was it jiersonified by the Dewan 
Moolraj, or Ohuttur Singh, or Shere Singh, who w^ere all 
jjroclaimed as rebels “against the Government of Maha- 
rajah Duleep Singh ’ 

Straightforward and truthful answers to these ques- 
tions will prove that the British Government was not at 
war with the State of Lahore. 

The State of Lahore in October 1848, and up to the 
day of its destruction, was to be found at Lahore, em- 
bodied and represented in the persons of the Maharajah, 
the Resident, who was at the head of the Government, 
and his colleagues, the Council of Regency, the continuity 
of whose functions was never interrupted or disturbed by 
rebellion, war, or tumult for a single day. 

• 

* Papers^ Punjaub^ 1849, p. 591. See Appendix. 

t Ibid,, p. 375. 

} Ibid,, p. 327 ; A Year on the Punjaub Frontier, vol. ii, p. 471. 

$ Papers, Punjaub, 1849, pp. 200, 438, 449, 562. 
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Lord Dalhousle avoids altogether the question of 
Guardianship. He makes exaggerated complaints of 
universal treachery and perfidy, and founds upon them 
his iniquitous claims to treat the Prince, who had never 
ceased to be his Ally and Ward, as a vanquished enemy; 
to repudiate all the Treaties, which had never ceased to 
be enforced, as null and void ; and to appropriate the 
Punjaub, which he had never ceased to occTipy and 
administer in trust, as a conquest.* It was impossible 
for the British Government to conquer the territory, 
which it was occupying by virtue of a Treaty of pro- 
tective alliance. Far from war having ever been declared 
against the State of Lahore, the war was carried on, and 
the submission of the rebels was demanded, from first 
to last, in the name of our Ally, the Maharajah Duleep 
Singh. 

On the 3rd of October 1848, "Lord Dalhousie secretly 
and confidentially '' to the Resident, that he 

“ considers the State of lAihore to he, to ad inteyd,^ and 
purposes, di recti// at tear trith the Jirifish (.lorernmenf\ 
On the same day, he ex])resses his satisfaction, in another 
letter to the same official, at hearing that the fortress of 
Goviiidghur, in tlie city of Umritsur, — up to that time 
garrisoned by Sikh troo])s, — has been handed over to a 
British force, “ in accorda)tee (rith the trnns (f the Treat// 
of Jihyroirar t 

With a view, it may be presumed, to minimise opposi- 
tion, to retain the influence of the Durbar, and the ser- 
vices of the load ^roops, and to keep the feudatory 
Princes and the Sikhs of our own provinces quiet, he will 
not openly declare war ; but, witli a view to ulterior 
demands, lie “intimates” war against the Lahore Govern- 
ment, in a secret letter to his own agent, who is at the 
head of that Government ! 

In January 1849, three months after this secret “inti- 
mation” of war against his Ward, he desires the Ameer 
Dost Mahomed to be informed that “ the Province of 
Peshawur is a portion of the territories of Maharajah 
Duleep Singh, and by the provisions of treaty, is subject, 

* Papers, Punjatih, 1849, p. 661. 

-t Thiit., p. 374. See Appendix. 
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during the minority of his Highness, to the control and 
direction of the British Crovemment.”* 

Having controlled and directed the administration of 
the Lahore State, for two years and three montibs, 
through the troubles of a rebellion, by means of his own 
agent and his own nominees, in the name of his Ward 
and AUy, the Maharajah, under a Treaty which he up- 
holds and enforces to the last, — he turns round when the 
rebellion is over, declares the Treaty to be null and void, 
and explains that the successful campaign, ostensibly 
carried on for the suppression of a rebellion against the 
Government of Maharajah Duleep Singh, was ceally a 
war against tlie Maharajidi and the State of Lahore, by 
which the British Government has “ conquered” the 
Punjauh.+ The Blue Book reveals. how this “war” was 
secretly and confidentially “ Intimated" simultaneously 
with a jji'oclamation of fViendship. 

In liis indictineiit against the State of Lahore, Lord 
Dalhousie falls into seveial exaggerated misstatements. 
He says, “the whole liody of the nation, — army and 

a le alike, — have, deliberately and unprovoked, again 
e war upon us”.:J: In a suhsetjuent f)assage of the 
same despatch he betrays his knowledge of tlie facts that 
*'the Sikh jieople foi in comparatively a small portion of 
thf' j)()piil?ition of the Punjaub”, and that “a large pro- 
jiortion of‘ tlie inhabitants, especially the Mahomedans'’, 
took no part in the hostilities, and had no sympathy 
with tlie rebellion. § 

Even if the meaning of the phrase, “the whole body of 
the nation”, is restricted to the dominant sect of Sikhs, — 
about a sixth of the population, — it is inaccurate. There 
is a list of thirty-four Sirdars, or leading Chieftains, in 
the Blue Book, who, wdth their relatives and dependents, 
took no part in the rebellion. Tw^enty-eight of these 
are Sikhs, only two are Mahomedans, and four are 
Hindoos. Among the six faithful members of the Council 
K,6g©ricy, was Bhaee Nidhan Singh, “ the head of the 
Sikh religion”. II 

Lord Dalhousie ventures to write as follows : — “ It is 

• Papers, Pnnja-uh^ 1849, p. 513. t p. 661. 

i Ibid,, p. 660. § Ibid., p. 664. II Ibid., p. 36. 
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a Bhameful fact that of the Sirdars of the State, properly 
so called, who signed the Treaties, the greater portion 
have been involved in these hostilities against us/’* That 
also is an erroneous accusation. A careful analysis of the 
several lists and documents proves that the majority of 
those who signed the Treaties were not involved in hos- 
tilities against us. Of the sixteen Sirdars who signed 
the Treaties and Articles of Agreement of 1846, only five 
joined in the reljellion, and one, Runjore Singh Majeetia, 
who was in the Council of Regency, was imprisoned at 
Lahore, on suspicion of carrying on a treasonable corre- 
spondence. In the list of disaffected Sirdars, Runjore 
Singh Majeetia is put down as ‘‘ convicted”, t but his 
conduct was not the subject of any judicial investiga- 
tion ; and in another part of the Blue Book his guilt is 
said to have l)een “proved” by an attein})t to escape 
after his arrest, and by his having destroyed or concealed 
some of his papers. There was nothing like evidence 
against him. ()f the eight (.'Ouncillors, then, six weie 
faithful ; one was suspected ; one only. Rajah Shere 
Sin^h, took the field against the Government of Lahore. 

To the list of Sirdars who remained faithful to their 
duty, who ixdhered to the cause of the (lovernment of 
the Punjaub, as constituted under Treaty by the Go- 
vernor-tJeneral, must certainly be added the name of 
Sirdar Khan Singh Man, the Sikh Governor appointed 
to s\ipM*sede the Dewan Moolraj, and who accompanied 
Mr. \ ans Agnew and Lieutenant Anderson to Mooltan. 
So strong seems to have lieen the very natural prejudice 
against every Sikh who took part in that ill-fated ex- 
pedition, that the Resident, in his first re})ort of the 
treacherous destruction of the two young English officers, 
jumped at a hasty conclusion which was very unjust to 
Khan Singh Man. He wrote to the Governor-General: — 
“ The Sirdar made terms for himself \ and the British 
officers were left to be cruelly butchered”, — an account 
by no means borne out by the words of the only state- 
ment before him at that time. All that his informant, 
l*eer Ibrahim Khan, the British Agent at Bhawulpore, 
had written on this })oint, wius : — “ Sirdar Khan Singh 

* Papers, Pm^anh, 1849, p. GGO. f Ihkh, p. 489. 
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Man, by the permission of Mr. Vans Agnew, b^ged for 
quarter, upon which he was seized, and the two gentle- 
men killed/' 

The following description of what had passed was given 
by an eye-witness, Kootub Shah, a Mahomedan soldier : — 

“ Sirdar Khan Singh offered to devote liis life ; but Mr. Agnew 
objected, saying it was useless for him to sacrifice himself ; that, 
alone, he couhl do nothing ; and that he had better ask for quarter. 
The Sirdar’s people went outside tlie Eedgah, and demanded 
(juarter. Th(' troops tlieu entered the place, and plundered everv- 
tliing. On their approatdiing the Sirdar, lie said tliat he liad 
asked for (piarter, and that it would lie useless to kill him, but 
that they might do wliat tliey }>leastid. He requested them to 
spare the wounded British otlicers. Tliey, however, refused to 
listen to liiui, «aml seized him. 

. “During tliat day the Sirdar was k^qit in conHiiement in the 
Amkhas; the next ilav lio was taken to the fort, where he p}(f 
'in irons v:ith his 

Tills deposition was made in dune 1848 ; and is fully 
confirmed by the fact, for which Sir Herbert Edwardes 
vouches, that he remained in confinement throughout 
the siege, until the ruins of the exploded magazine at 
once killed and buried him. After tlie fall of the Fort," 
(in January 1849) “his body was dug out, rnid mis 
found so heavily ironed, that it must have been iniposslhle 
for him to walk. Jlis little boy had been a2>i>nrently 
sleeping beside him on the bed.'' Major Edwardes, like 
the Resident, had heard conflicting accounts of Khan 
Singh's behaviour, but, he says, “ under these circum- 
stances, I tliouglit it right to adopt the most charitable 
construction of the Sirdar s conduct, caused him to be 
buried with all honour, and sent the gold bangles whicli 
were on the arms of his son, to the surviving members of 
the family, "f' 

Sir Herbert Edwardes likewise ascertained that Gool- 
deep Singh, the Sikh Commandant of the Infantry Regi- 
ment forming part of Mr. Agnew’s escort, “ replied alike 
to bribes and threats, that they might blow him away 
from a gun, but should never induce him to take service 

* Paperii, Punjanh, 1849, pp. 462, 46.3. 
t -4 Vem- Hit the Punjinih Fu ntier, vol. ii, p, 162. 
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with the enemy/’ He, also, “was put in irons by Moolraj, 
and in despair at the shame which had been brought on 
Mr. Agnew’s escort, threw himself into a well, as he was 
passing it under a guard, and was drowned.”* * * § 

In the list of ‘‘openly disafiected Sirdars of the Lahore 
State, ascertained to be in rebellion and insurrection”, 
forwaide^l by the Resident on the 25th of December 
1848, for the information of the Governor-General, we 
find Golab Singh Povindea and his son Sirdar Alla Singh 
included, to whose names, however, with two others, 
tliis note is appended : — “ It is most j)robable that these 
Sirdars are under restraint with the Peshawur troops.”t 
They were certainly under rest mint. 

Sirdar Goolah Singh Povindea was the General in com- 
mand of the Division of Sikh troojxs at Peshawur, and also 
(iovernor of the Province, and Major George Lawrence,;}; 
the Resident’s Assistant at that ])lace, repeatedly praises 
his constant exertions, and those of his son, ( -olonel Alla 
Singli, to presei’ve good order in tjie district, and keep 
the troops steady to their allegiance. § Indeed all the 
su])erior officers at this station, with one exception, 
appear to Inive been most active and zealous, and to have 
done their best on behalf of the (Government of Lahore. || 
With their assistance. Major Lawrence most gallantly 
I'emained at his post until the middle of October 1848, 
when the troops bi-oke into open mutiny. Soon after 
this, an intercej)te(l letter from the rebel lejuler. Rajah 
Shere Singh, contains this ])assage : The Peshawur 

troops have left that placi*, with all the guns. The Po- 
vindea” (Slrdai- Golab Singh Povindea) “ and Elahee 
Hukhsh” (the General of Artillery)^ “are in confinement, 
and the PVringhees have fled to the Khyber.”** Elahee 
Hukhsh escaped from confinement, and came into Lord 
(Gough’s camp immediately after the battle of Chillian- 
walla.'H’ 

• A Year on the Pnnjauh Frontier, vul. ii, p. IGl. 

t Pa/mra, Ptinjavh, 1849, j). 490. 

X Now Genenil Sir George Lawrence. 

§ Papers, Pvnjauh, 1849, pp. 291, 315, 339, 397, 398. 
jl JbuL, 1849, pp. 339, 397. 

T Ibid., p. 340. ** Ibid., p. 414. 

4t Captain J. H, L. Archers Commentaries on the Punjaub Campaign 
(\V. H. Allen, 1878), p. 80. 
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Thus Lord Dalhousie’s wholesale impeachment is not 
just, even if restricted “ to the army”. Again we find 
General Whish, in his final despateh of the 23rd January 
1 849, after the fall of Mooltan, expressing his thanks to 
General Cortlandt, ‘‘ who commanded the Regular Regi- 
ments and Artillery of the Durbar”*^ — i. e. of the Lahore 
Govei-nment, — and the Governor-General himself sends 
Ills thanks to General Cortlandt for tlie same services 
“ n.v Hit officrr of the Maharujah of Ijiliore, through the 
Resident.”"** 

Notwithstanding tlie defection of Rajah Shere Singh, 
Major Edwai'des had still a considerable force of Durbar 
troops under his ooininand at the end of the ^siege of 
Mooltan. and was able to detach six guns and a Regiilar 
Regiment, Upsides Irregular trooj>s, in January 1849, to 
reinforce Lieutenant Taylor at Liikkee.;}; That officer 
and Lieutenant Young, acting under the directions of 
Major Edwardes, maintained themselves in difterent parts 
of the Derajat and Trans-Indus territory, and retook 
several forts iVom the insurgents, without the aid of any 
British troops.>^ Some of their men were the old Regu- 
lar Infantry and Artillery of the Lahore Government, 
some were new levies, l)ut all were in the' service of the 
Runjaub State, and raised from the pojmlation of the 
country subject to Maharajah Duleep Singh. On the 
l!>th of January 1849 Major Edwardes writes : “When 
lieutenant Pearse joins Lieutenant Taylor, those two 
officers will have 3,300 men, twelve guns, and about 
twenty zumboorahs, with the foiT of Lukkee in their 
possession as a rallying point.” “As it is, I believe that 
Lieutenant Taylor will be able to confine the Dooranees 
to Bunnoo, and preserve the peace of the frontier, through- 
out the war, without the assistance of one regular soldier 
from the anny of the Punjaub.”|| 

Lieutenant (now General Iteynell) Taylor himself 
writes, his letter being quoted by Lord Dalhousie, in a 
despatch to the Secret Committee, dated February 21st, 
1849 : “The arrival of Lieutenant Pollock will give me 

• Papers, Punjauh, 1849, p. 556. t Ibid., p. 586, 

t Ihid,, pp. 551, 570. § Ibid., pp. 588, 630. 

II /6id, p. 551; “army of the Punjauh” here mefvne Lor^ Gongh*i| 

; it was officially so desigpf^te 1, 
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a disposable force of 5,000 men and twelve guns, with 
a strong fort, garrisoned by 500 men and 5 guns.”* 

Major Edwardes writes to Lieutenant Young, his letter 
\yemg dated as late as “February 3rd, 1849”: — 

“^1 request tliat you will jmiceed to Hurrund, under the Soliiiiaii 
liaiige, in the district of Dera (Jhazee Khan, and make a recon- 
noissance of the hut there, which has been held against the 
Maharajah by Moolraj’s soldiers, since June last. Four hundred 
liohillas ami runjabees, under Mayuh Doss, commandant, in the 
service of Misr Saliib Dyal, and the two guns of Dewan Jowahir 
Mull Dutt, are ]>lace(l at your dis])o.sal, and will accompany you to 
HuiTund, with the view of assisting the irregular force now be- 
leaguering HuiTund, in attacking the fort.”"}" 

The fort “held against the Maharajah” was attacked 
and taken hy the Maharajah's trooj)6, wliose conduct 
Lieutenant ^ oung praises. ( )ne superior officer, at least, 
who was with Lieutenant \"oung, was a Sikh, — Futteh 
Singh, mentioned ms “a good soldiei'”. When this fort, 

“ held against the Maharajah”, surrendered, Lieutenant ' 
Young says, “ I ordered the chiefs to come first, and sent 
the Suhadar of the Sappers' (■omj>any to jeceive them, 
an honour he deserves.''^ 

The troops under the command c)f two of the loyal 
Sirdars, Misr Sahih Dyal and Dewan Jowahir Mull, did 
good service to the end of the campaign. Dewan 
tlowahir Mull in person, with Sheikli Emam-ood-deen, 
an officer of high rank under the Lahore (iovernment, 
formerly (iovernor of ( Wunere, were })resent ‘‘with their 
men” at the action of ScK)riijkoond, near Mooltan, on tlie 
7th November 1848, and are said by Major Edwardes to 
have “behaved very well.^’§ Soon after this affair, Sheikh 
Emam-ood-deen and his force were detached l)y Major 
Edwardes, to drive the rebels out of the district of 
Jhung : and while General Whish was concluding the 
siege of Mooltan, the Sheikh vas occupied in investing 
the stronghold of Chuniote, the rebel gaiTison of which, 
2,000 strong, laid down their arms to General Whish on 
the 9th Femniary 1849, on his march from Mooltan to 

• Punjauh Papers^ 1849, pp. 589. 

: /W., pp. U32, (>33. 
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join Lord Gough’s army, and were made over as prisoners 
to Sheikh Emam-ood-deen.^ 

Sheikh Emarn-ood-deen was actively engaged to the 
very end of the campaign. ‘‘On the 14th March 1849, 
Sirdar Chuttur Singh, Rajah Sher Singh, and the princi- 
pal Sikh leaders, delivered their swords into the hands 
of the Britisli General ; and, at the same time, were 
surrendered forty-one pieces of artillery ; while the rem- 
nant of the Sikh army, without provisions, with Abbott s 
force on their rear, the Gaslimerians on their right, 
Sheikh E))i(iiii-ooi]-(]eeii and (xilbert in front, — to the 
number of 10,000 men, laid down their arms in j)resence 
of the British troops.”"^ 

Misr Sal lib Dyal, whose men, also, did their duty 
faithfully to the last, was selected by the Resident in 
November 1848, to accom])any the Head-(juarters of the 
(.^ommander-iM-Chief, Lord Gough, “as the chief officer 
on the part of tlu' Durbar”, — the Regency, with whom, 
according to Lord Dalhousie’s j)rivate “intimation’', we 
were tlien, “to all intents and purposes, directly at war!” 
Jfe is described as “an able and highly intelligent per- 
son, of considerable <‘\perlence and knowledge of the 
country, and of aj)proved fidelity to the interests of the 
young Maharajah and the British Government.”^ 

This same Misr Sahib Dyal had, at an earlier period, 
brought to a successful conclusion, by means of the troops 
under liis own command, a most important affair, which 
liad caused much anxiet}" to the Resident, and occuj)ie<l 
a large British force for more tljen a month, — tlie de- 
struction and dispersion of a formidable })aTid of insur- 
gents, at one time 5,000 in number, under a noted 
fanatic, Bhaee Maharaj Singli, who, in communication 
with Dewan Moolraj, the rebel Governor of Mooltan, and 
well provided with funds, was scouring the country, and 
summoning the Sikhs to join in a religious wfir. The 
last scene in the active career of this fanatic is thus 

* Papers^ Puiijauh, 1849, pp. 457, 584; Edv/ardcs’s Year on the Pun - 
jauh Frontier, vol. ii, p. 556. 

4* Comme7ifariee on the Punjauh Campaign, by Capt. J. H. L. Archer 
(W. H. Allen, 1878). 

X Papers, Punjanb, 1849, p. 444. 
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described in the Residents despatch of the 13th June 
1848 . 

“ Misr Saliib Dyal was as good as his word ; and he and his 
people kept their promise faithfully. On arriving at J hung, the 
Bhaee’s force had diminished to about 1000 or 1200 men ; the 
Misr’s party immediately attacked them, and, though really in- 
ferior in numbers, they were fresh, while their opponents were 
hungry, and tired by a long and harassing retreat. A great 
many of the rebels were killed in the encounter, and three or four 
of the Misr’s men, and ten or twelve wounded. The whole rebel 
forces was driven into the Chenab, a difticult river to cross at all 
times, and tiow formidable from l)eing much swollen by the rains 
and tlie melted snow. It is calculated that from 500 to 000, horse 
and foot, perished in the river, — among the rebels, r>haee Maharaj. 
Three hundred of the rebels were taken l»y the Misr’s soldier’s in 
boats, and })ut into (>oniineinent in .Thung. The lUiaee’s four 
ollicers, Sikhs of some note, were among the prisoners, and are 
now on their way to Laliore in irons.”* 

Lord Dalhousie writes to the Secret Committee that 
“ the destruction of the outlaw, Bhaee Maharnj, and the 
utter discomfiture of liis followers, is an event which has 
greatly tended to the support of British authority. '’t 
Tlie deatli of Bhaee Maharaj on tliat occasion became 
a matter of doubt hut his fame and influence were 
annihilated ; and Lord Dalhousie, in his final Minute, 
declaring the annexation of the Punjauh, admits that 
“ the measures taken against Ifliaee Maharaj Singh, who, 
with some thousand followers was raising the country in 
the Rechna Doah, and the flight and dis])ersion of his 
followers, comhined to keep down any manifestations of 
disaflection in tlie neighbourhood of Laliore. ' SJ 

Thus even his own , words, extracted from the Blue 
Book, contradict Lord Dalhousie’s complaint that “ tlie 
Regency, during these troubles, gave no substantial or 
effective assistance to the British Covernmeiit.”|| 

It is true that the Resident at one time speaks of his 
Councillors as merely “ acquiescing ’ in the plans he was 

• Papers^ Pvnjauh^ 1849, p. 213. 
t Ibid,, p. 187. 

^ Ibid,, p. 625, Bhaee Mahamj was, in fact, afterwards captured, 
taken with Moolmj to Calcutta, and transporttnl to Singapore in June 
1850, § Ibid., p. 657. || Ibid,, p. 660, 
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pursuing, — as deficient in ‘‘zeal, energy, and judgment’’.* 
On the 14th July 1848, however, he writes ; — “ A great 
change has come over the spirit of the Durbar : they 
have been making the most decided and very successful 
exertions to procure carriage of every description for the 
use of the Britisli troops, a,nd to aid in the conveyance 
of the siege train. ”t One member of the Regency, Kajah 
Deena Nath, was sent from Lahore on a mission into the 
Hazara Province in September 1848 ; and after his return 
the Resident writes to the Governor-General : — 

“His preseiKO in tliat jiart of the country had the effect of 
assuring the inhabitants, niul he certainly appears to liave used 
liis influence, in every way, to defeat tlic machinations jpf Sirdar 
Cliuttur Singh. Since his return he appears to have entered, 
zealously and earnestly, into tlie measures adopted for punishing 
the l ebels, l.y the conhscation of their jaghires, and the attachment 
of their hous(‘S and property, and for counteracting the plots of the 
insurgents.” J 

On August IGth, 1848 the Resident writes as follows 
to Lord Dalhoiisie : ‘‘The conduct of‘ the Durlmr, collec- 
tively and individually, has been entirely satisfactory in 
everytliiiig connected with this outbreak, and, indeea, in 
all other respects for the last two months.”^§ 

Lord Dalhoiisie, always overlooking the fact that the 
control of the finances was in the hands of the British 
Resident, j)laces first and foremost among the “ gross 
violations” of Treaties of which “ the Sikhs” had been 
guilty, the non-payment of our military subsidy. 

“ In return for the aid of British troops, they bound themselves 
to pay to us a subsidy of 22 laklis per annum. From the day 
when the Treaty was signed, to the present hour, not one rupee 
has ever been paid. Loans advanced by tlie Jiritisli (Jovernment 
to enable them to discharge the arrears of their tlis])an(led troops 
have never been repaid. ”|| 

And in the Proclamation declaring the Punjaub to 
have become British territory, he says : — “ Of their 
annual tribute no portion whatever has at any time been 
paid ; and large loans, advanced to them by the Govern- 
ment of India, have never been repaid. ”t 

♦ Paper$, Punjaub, 1849, p, 197, 

J Ibid,, p. 379. 

II Ibid,, p. 659, 


f Ibid., p. 256. 
5 Ibid,, p. 289. 
% fbid„ p. 654, 
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The Blue Book contradicts the assertion that “ not 
one rupee’', that no portion”, had ever been paid. On 
February 23rd, 1848, the Resident reports as follows to 
the Governor-General. “ The Durbar have paid into 
this treasury gold to the value of Rupees 1,356,837. 
By this payment they have reduced their debt to the 
British Government from upwards of forty lakhs of 
rupees to less than twenty-seven.”* 

In this same despatch, written about six weeks before 
the outbreak at Mooltan, the Resident recorded his satis- 
faction with the financial arrangements and prospects of 
the Durbar. 

“ They have thus, by economy and care, been able to make good 
four months’ pay of the Irregular Cavalry, to discharge tlie whole 
of the arrears of the men wlio liave been pensioned and disbanded, 
to meet their current ex])t*nses, and liave still, at this moment, full 
eight lakhs of ruj)(‘(*s in the different tn^asnries to meet the public 
exigeiicies.”'f 

If a financial equililirium had not been restored, and 
if the regular jaiyinent of the tillnite had not com- 
menced, wlien the rebellion of 1848 once more threw 
everytliing into confusion, it was no fault of the Council 
of Hegency. Not only had the Biitish authorities ac- 
Cv.q)ted the trust with their eyes open to the disordered 
state of the finances, hut the Resident — oj>posed hy the 
( \)uncil of liegmicy aiul sujiported hy the Governor- 
(Jeneral, — had introduced extensive changes into the 
fiscal system, leading, as had heen iinticijiated, to a very 
serious loss of revenue, which he fully admits in his re- 
j^orts to the Govenior-General on August 28th, and 
December 16th, 1847, and January 12th, 1848.| 

AH these measures received the Goveriior-Generars 
approval and confirmation. They were not favourably 
viewed by the (\>uncil of Regency, hut no opposition 
was attempted, or would have heen permitted. The 
Resident makes the following remarks in a despatch to 
Lord Dalliousie of Ajiril 6th, 1848. 

• Papers^ Punjmih, 1840, pp. 110, 111. 

t Ibid,, p. 111. 

i Ibid., pp. 22, 2 b 24, 56, 57, 93, 99, 104, 105. 



THE PCJKJAUB. 


75 


“ The settlement was, of course, most summaiy, and its details 
have yet to be filled up. Its working must be most carefully 
watched. The Durbtir was averse to its introduction, but yielded, 
as they always do ; and contented themselves, with the exception 
of liajah Deena Nath, with standing aloof from its execution; 
leaving the whole matter to the Kesident and his Assistants. 

“Rajah Deena Nath sees the financial embarrassment of the 
StaU*, and feels that the more we interfere with details, especially 
where the revenue is concerned, the less will be the Durbar’s re- 
sponsibility for financial difiiculties and deficiences."* 

Tliere is no refison to doubt the wisdom of these re- 
venue settlements : they prove, however, that the tem- 
])orary failure oi* the Punjauh State to meet its pecuniary 
engagements was not willul or faithless ; they prove not 
merely the full knowledge and jvarticipation of the 
British Government in those fiscal and administrative 
changes which luiule immediate solvency impossible, but 
its sole responsibility for those changes. 

Yet lx)rd JJallnnisie phices the regular payment of the 
Siil.)sidy among “ t he main provisions of the agreement”, 
which ‘'the Sikhs" liad “either entirely evaded, or grossly 
violated, "t There w^as neither evasion nor violation. 
The use of such terms is positively shameful. The only 
cause of* tlie su})sidy liaving fallen into arrears, was that 
the Resident, ill the plenitude of his powers, had thought 
fit to lessen the receij)ts of the State, and to divert the 
expenditure into other channels. These financial mea- 
sures were, doubtless, most judicious, but they were 
entirely th(‘, Resident’s work, approved by tlie Governor- 
General, leluctantly accepted by the Durliar. They 
were of temiiorary effect ; and ainjde assets remained 
available, at tlie end of the war, for the gradual liquida- 
tion of all possible demands on the part of the British 
Government. 

Lord Dalhousie totally fails to make out any violation 
of the Treaty against the Lahore State, — the only specific 
instance he adduces, the non-payment of the subsidy, 
being, as we have seen, a mere matter of account, by 
which the case is not in the least modified to the pre- 
judice of the State of Lahore. He contrives to fasten a 
plausible stigma of perfidy and violation of treaties upon 
• Papers, Punjanh, 1849, p. 128. f TbiJ., p. 659. 
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the State of Lahore, only by ringing the changes through 
several paragraphs, upon the terms, “ the Sikh nation”, 
“ the Sikhs”, “ the Sikh people”, and “ the Government”, 
or “ State of Lahore”,* until a thorough confusion is esta- 
blished. For these are not convertible tenns. 

What “the State of Lahore” was, and what “the 
Government of Lahore” was, during the British occupa- 
tion and management, under the Treaty of Bhyrowal, 
we have just determined. 

“ The Sikh peoj)le”, as we have already remarked, is 
not a })hrase synonymous with “ the people of the Pun- 
jaub”, tlie great majority of whom took no share in the 
revolt, and felt no sympathy with it ; while at lea.st 
20,000 .subjects of the Lahore State, enrolled in its 
service, fought on the side of the Government, and as- 
sisted in suppressing the rel)ellion. 

Lord Dalhousie evidently j)erceived the forensic and 
moral difficulty in the way of annexation, created by the 
relation of Guardianshif) under the Treaty of Bhyro’val, 
between the two States, — between the infant Sovereign 
of the Punjaub and the Govenior-General of British 
India. He saw the nece.ssitv of meeting that difficulty 
somehow. He could not leave it entirely unnoticed. 
But he did not state it fully or fairly; and tlie solution 
offered in the following passiiges is (piite inadecjuate. 

“ It has luH*ii GhjpcUMl tliat tho ])rp.spnt (iyiiasty in tlie Pnnjaul) 
cannot with justicti he subverted, siin e Maharajali J)iilee|) Sin^^ 
being yet a minor, can liardly he lield responsible for tlie acts of 
the nation. With tleference to those by whom these views have 
been entertained, I must dissent entirely from the soundness of 
this doctrine/'f 

No such unsound doctrine lay before him. The objec- 
tion was not to the subversion of a minor, Init to the 
subversion of a Ward by his Guardian. Nor was it 
merely a question of “ subverting a dynasty”, but of sub- 
verting a State, protected and administered, under 
Treaty, by the British Government. I have already 
shown that Lord Dalhousie had no right to speak of the 

• Punjauh Papers, 1849, pp. 661, 662. 
fhid,, p. 663. 
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acts of the rebels, either as “ the acts of the nation”, or 
of “the State of Lahore.” 

Lord Dalhousie went on to argue that this imaginary 
false doctrine, — the irresponsibility of a minor Sovereign, 
— had “been disregarded heretofore, in practice, and dis- 
regarded in the case of the Maharajah D^leep Singh him- 
self.” He continues thus: — 

“When, in 1845, tlie Khalsa army invaded our territories, the 
Maharajah %vas not lield to be free from responsibility, nor was lie 
exempted from tlie consequences of his people’s acts. On the 
contrary, the Government of India confiscated to itself tlie richest 
provinces of the Mnliarajali’s kingdom, and was applauded for the 
moderation whicii liad exacted no more. 

“ Furthermore, the Maharajah having been made to gay the 
penalty of tlje past offences of his people, due warning was given 
him that lie would be held, in like manner, responsible for their 
future acts. The Maharajali, in reply, acknowledging this warn- 
ing, says, ^ If, ill coiise<[uenee of the reeiirw 3 nce of misrule in my 
Governnniiit, the peace of the Hritish frontier be disturbed, I should 
Ik.* held responsible for the same,’ 

“If the Maharajah wjis not exempted from responsibility on tlie 
plea of his tender years, at the age of eight, he cannot, on that 
plea, be entitled to (exemption from a like responsibility, now that 
he is three years older.”* 

It is sti’iiuge that Lord Dalhousie should have so com- 
pletely overlooked the real difference between 184G and 
1841). The question of age w\as immaterial at both 
periods. Tliere was no plea of exemption in 1846 when 
the warning was given and acknowledged, because the 
Maharajah was the reigning Prince of an independent 
State. Although he was a minor, his mother, his near 
relatives, and their chosen advisers, were the actual 
Kulers of the State. In 1849 the actual Ruler of the 
State \vas the British Resident, under the Governor- 
General’s instructions. 

Of course a minor Prince is the personal representa- 
tive of the State, and must stand or fall with its fortunes. 
But a minor Prince under the tutelage of a powerful 
neighbour, cannot justly be held responsible for the acts 
of the nation which his Guardian has undertaken to guide 
and control. 


Paper$y Panjanh^ 1849, p. 663. 
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In 1846 the Maharajah was a conquered enemy. In 
1849 the Maharajah was a Ward ; the British Govern- 
ment was the Guardian. His mother, his natural Guar- 
dian and late Regent, w^as banished from the Punjaub ; 
several of his relatives and former ministers were in 
prison or exile. The Maharajah was now entirely exempt 
from responsibility, simply because all responsibility had 
been assumed by the British Government. 

From the 16th of December 1846, the date of the 
Treaty of Bhyrowal, down to the 29th of March 1849, 
when the Proclamation annexing the Punjaub was issued, 
the Government of Lahore was in strict subordination 
to the British Government ; and its subordination was 
never interrupted, suspended, or relaxed for a single day. 
If, indeed, the Government of Lahore could justly have 
been made responsible for any of the untoward events 
of 1848 and 1849, Sir Frederick Currie, the Resident, 
must have been the first person indicted, for he was the 
absolute head of that Government. This is a fair ?r- 
ductio ad absurd fUN of that ISophistical and fallacious 
rhetoric, by which Lord Dalhousie confounded “ the 
Sikhs ‘^the Sikh nation'’, “the people of the Punjaub”, 
“the Lahore Government”, and “the State of Laliore”, 
as if they were synonymous and co-extensIve terms, with 
the object of justifying the violation of Treaties, and the 
evasion ol‘ a sacred duty. 

Lord L>alhousie’s motives, as avowed by himself, foi’ 
abandoning the office of Guardian, and the noble work 
of restoring order and self-government to tlie Punjaub 
State, when so much })rogress had already been secured, 
were not of the highest order. To me they appear 
morally low, })olitically short-sighted, and altogether un- 
worthy of a great and generous nation, claiming to play 
the part of Im})erial Instructor and Exemplar to India 
and the East. He argued that if our Government con- 
tinued to niaintain “ the Sikh nation as an independent 
State”, and instituted a reformed administration by “ a 
larger measure of British control”, “ we should have all 
the labour, all the anxiety, all the responsibility, which 
would attach to the territories if they were actually 
made our own ; while we should not reap the correspond- 
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ing benefits of increase of revenue and acknowledged 
possession.”* 

That labour, anxiety, and responsibility we had under- 
taken ; those benefits, — imaginary enough, as we now 
know, — we had foregone by the Treaty of Bhyrowal. As 
to ‘‘a larger measure of British control”, there could be 
no larger measure than those unlimited powers” which 
we held under that Treaty, and which the Resident had 
never ceased to exercise. 

On the other hand, Lord Dalhousie observed, “ the re- 
venues are very considerable in the aggregate. A large 
proportion has, hitherto, been diverted from the public 
treasury in jaghires to the Chiefs. A considerable amount 
of revenue will now be recovered from the confiscation 
of the jaghires of those who have l>een engaged in hos- 
tilities against us.”+ He has “no hesitation in expressing 
a confident l)elief that the Punjaub will, at no distant 
time, be not only a secure, but a profitable possession.”! 

“At no distant time”, — before Lord Dalhousie's tour 
of office exj)ired, — this “confident belief” was signally 
contradicted. 

In addition to this delusive hope of profit, and the 
desire to evade a bui'deiisome obligation, Lord Dalhousie 
alleges a regard for “self-defence”, and “the security of 
oui* own territories”, as compelling us “to relinquish the 
]><)licy wliich would maintain the independence of the 
Sikh nation in the Punjaub.”§ 

*’ There never will be j)eace in the Punjaub”, he urges, 

so long as its peojde are allowed to retain the means 
and the opportunity of making vrar. There never can 
be now any guaranty for the tranquillity of India, until 
we shall have effected the entire subjection of the 
Sikh people, and destroyed its power as an independent 
nation. ”t| 

The same equivocal use of the terms, “the Sikh people” 
or “nation”, and “the people of the Punjaub”, is em- 
ployed here, as throughout this despatch. The peoples 
of the Punjaub in general were not hostile, fis Lord Dal- 

• Papers^ Punjaub, 1849, pp. C62, GG3. 

t Ibid., p. 664. 

§ Ibid., p. 661. 


t Ibid., p. 665. 
II Ibul., p. 662. 
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housie acknowledged. The Sikh army and the turbu- 
lent portion of the Sikh people, haa been effectually 
subjected, and deprived of the means of making war. 
Reduced in numl>ers, subdued to orderly discipline, the 
Sikh army never could have regained its insolent pre- 
eminence in the State, as the embodied representative of 
the Sikli religion and Commonwealth, — the Khalsa Punth. 
And its conspicuous humiliation was sure to operate in a 
very wholesome manner upon the Sikh population, not 
only in the Punjaub, but throughout Sirhind, the Jullun- 
dhur Doab, and the feudatory States on both sides of 
the Sutlej. 

Deprived of all supremacy and influence over many of 
these minor States, whose resources were now transferred 
to the British Government, and provx>dof material assist- 
ance during the camj)aign of 1849, weakened by the loss 
of Jullundliur juid Cashmere, — the former in our posses- 
sion, the latter placed on her flank as a jealous rival, — 
the Punjaiih State, even if freed fixun the British occupa- 
tion, could hardly be consider^ independent after the 
Treaties of 184(5. ('ertainly her indej)endence w^as not 
of such a character as to aflbrd reiisonable grounds of 
af)prehension for “ the traiKiuillity of India”, or for “ the 
security of our own teiritories.” Lord Ilardinge had 
taken good care of that. 

By Articles II, III, and IV, of the Treaty of the 9th 
of March 1840, the Maharajah Duleej) Singh renounced 
for himself, liis heirs and successors, ‘‘all claim to, or con- 
nection with the territories to the south of the Sutlej”, 
an<l between the rivers Sutlej and Betis (the Jullundhur 
Doab), ceded to the British Government ; and also gave 
up Ciishmere and tla^ Hill C'Ountries, designed to form a 
Principality lor Rajah Golab Singh. By Article VII, the 
“ Regular Army of the Lahore State ” was “ hencefortli 
limited to twenty-five Battalions of Infantry, and 12,000 
Cavalry”, and this force wtus never to be increased with- 
out the express permission of the British Government. 
By Article IX, the control of the rivers Beas, Sutlej, and 
Indus, in respect to tolls and ferries, was to rest with the 
British Government. By Article X, Bi itish troops, due 
notice l>eing given, were to be allowed to pass through 
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the Lahore territories. By Article XI, no European or 
American was to be taken into the service of the Punjaub 
State without the permission of the British Government. 
By Articles XII and XIII, “the independent Sovereignty” 
of Rajah Golab Singh was recognised, and any dispute or 
difference between him and the Lahore State was to be 
refened to tlie British Government, whose decision was 
to be final. By Article XIV, no territorial acquisitions 
were heiicefoith to be inside “without the concurrence of 
the British Government.'’* 

The “ independence” stipulated in this Treaty for 
Rajah Golab ^Singh, tributary and feudatory of the Bri- 
tish Government, signifies, of course, merely inde- 
pendence of l^ahoiv. I’his is an instance of the looseness 
and want of precision with which the terms “ inde- 
pendent” and “ indejiendence” have l>een used in our 
Indian Treaties and State papers, and by no one more 
frequently than Lord Dalhousie. But even if the mean- 
ing of the term “ independence”, which he applies to 
“ tlie Sikh nation”, be confined to that freedom of in- 
ternal iuiministratioTi which was to be restored to the 
Punjaub at tlie enrl of the Maharajah’s minority, there 
certainly was nothing in the prospect to alarm a British 
statesman. 

Loi d Dalhousie, in fact, could not have constructed Ins 
specious case of " self-defence” against the dangerous 
“ independence” of the Punjaub State, — he could not 
even have deceived himself on the subject, — if he had 
not employed tliat misleading formula, “the independence 
of the Sikli nation.” 

The Sikli nation, — if a sect can he called a nation, — 
neither constitutes tlie population of the Punjaub, nor is 
confined to the Punjaub. It was not the Sikh religion, 
noi* the Sikh nationality within the Punjaub, that ren- 
dered tlie establishment of a strong and orderly Govern- 
ment in that country so difficult, but the large floating 
population of recently disbanded soldiers, and their fa- 
vourite leaders, belonging to the dominant sect, and 

* Papers, the Late IIostiHties, 1846, pp. 99, 101 ; and Collfdion nf 
Treaties, Calcutta (London: Longman and Co.), vol. ii, pp. 261, 263. 
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accustomed to political supremacy. The organisation of 
the Sikh army was not thoroughly broken up ; the de- 
feated KhaJsa had not forgotten their old habits, nor 
lost their old hopes. All that they wanted was that 
second lesson, which we had promised to administer, if 
necessaiy. 

Sir Henry Lawrence, the man of all others best quali- 
fied to judge, did not believe that the Sikhs had taken 
the lead in the outbreak of 1849. In an article on 
“Army Reform”, which he contributed to the Calcutta 
Review of September 1856, — ten months before his own 
glorious death in the Lucknow Residency, beleaguered by 
rebels, — he warned us that there w^ould be more enmity 
against us in the peaceably annexed Oude than there 
had been in the “ conquered” Punjaiib. “ Proportionally 
few of the instigators of opposition in Lahore, and in the 
Sikh army”, said he, “ were Sikhs. They were Britisli 
subjects, many of them British deserters. The general 
feeling of the Sikhs was hardly hostile. Many of tin* 
Sikhs were friendly, — decidedly so, compared witli th(' 
Hindustanis in the Punjaub service.” 

Sir Henry Lawrence was strongly opposed to the an 
nexation of the Punjaub. “He acted in the best faitli 
for the interest of lioth Governments”, said one who 
knew him well, defending liim from the charge of having 
prepared the way for the change of rule, “ and so far 
iVoin desiring the annexation of the country, on finding 
that it could not he avoided, and that all his effoi ts to 
uphold the Native (Tovernment were unavailing. Sir 
l!(*nry Lawrence was only prevented from resigning his 
high position, and returning to his Regiment as a Gap- 
tain of Artillery, at the earnest entreaty of his friends.”* 

The pacification of the Punjaub after 1849, is not in 
the least explained by its becoming a British Province, 
but by the simple fact that the soldiers of Runjeet 
Singh’s old army had been well beaten, and that they 
knew it. Whatever doubt may have been left on their 
minds after the campaign of 1846, was now effectuallv 
dispelled. They could not contend against the British 

* Ferrier’s Caravan Joumits (Murray, 1856). Note by Sir Johu 
Login, p. .*^59. 
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Government. They had been made to lay down their 
arms ; they had lost aU their mns ; their proudest and 
most trusted Chieftains were afi discomfited ; their saints 
and prophets were all discredited ; their union was dis- 
solved. They had been defeated without disOTacc ; a 
great deal of fanatical nonsense had probably been 
knocked out of them ; and, by all accounts, they bore no 
particular grudge against us for the lesson we had taught 
them. 

There is, in fact, no reason to doubt that the Punjaub 
would have been as {peaceful and friendly under a Native 
Prince, as the States of Nepaul and Gw^alior have been, 
the former for fifty years since its last defeat, the latter 
for twenty-four years since its final subjection to the 
British Government. 

The Nepaulese, aiiiinated by a -long career of conquest, 
and with an o\'erweening confidence in their ow'ii power 
and resources, made war upon us in 1814 . Their suc- 
cesses against our troops in the first campaign induced 
them to protract the contest for nearly two years ; but 
they were taught the error of trusting in the inaccessi- 
bility of their moujitain fastnesses, and their Envoy was 
compelled to jjresent on his knees, at the British General's 
Durbar,’^ the Treaty of peace ratified by the Maharajah, 
giving up all the points in dispute, and ceding a large 
tract of territory. Since this humiliation in March 
1816 , a British Resident has been constantly at the 
capital of Nepaul ; that Government has maintained the 
most amicable relations with us ; and in 1857-8 a force 
of 20,000 Goorkhas, commanded by the Prime Minister 
and Commander-in -Chief, Maharajah Jung Bahadoor, co- 
operated wfitli Lord Clyde's army in suppressing the 
rebellion in Oude. 

The military operations of 1843 in the territories of 
Maharajah Scindia of Gw^alior, had for their pretext and 
object the coercion of a turbulent and unmanageable 
army, unnecessarily large for the purposes of the Native 
State, and massed so as to threaten our frontier near 
the important city of Agra. Two battles were fought ; 


• Prinsep’s Marquis of Hastings' Administration {kWen^ 1825), vol. i, 
p. 205. 
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the defeated army was disbanded, and reorganised on a 
limited scale under a new and more stringent Treaty. 
Since that time the State of Gwalior has given no 
ground of complaint; and in the crisis of 1857, Maha- 
rajali Scindia and his ministers, though placed in the 
vorte.x of insurrection, surrounded by mutinous and 
clainoious troops, — the Gwalior Contingent, — “ raised, 
paid, disciplined, and ” (recently) “ commanded by 
British officers”, in the style vdiich, in Lord Dal- 
housie’s opinion, could alone make Native troops safe* 
— contrived to render most valuable services to the 
British Government. These were the prescient words 
of Sir Henry Lawrence, published ten years before the 
rebellion of 1857 : — “ By Lord Ellenborough’s arrange- 
ments, Gwalior is aiow an armed friend.”t If Lord Dal- 
housie had not despoiled our Wai tl, we should have had 
a more efficient “armed fiiend” at Lahore. 

Every hi.stojical analogy, every c*oiiteinporaneous event, 
all the j)robabiIitie.s of the ease, indicate that the Sikhs, 
under the reformed Government of Maharajah Duleep 
Singh, would have been as proud ajul as eagei' to co- 
operate with Briti.sh troops in 1857, as were the Sikhs 
under the Sikh Rajahs of Puttiala, Jheend, Nabha, and 
Kuppoorthulla, as were the troops of the Kajah of C^sush- 
mere, or the Nejtaulese under Jung Bahadoor. Delhi 
wsis the accursed city of the Mogul, the centre of Mus- 
sulman arrogance, the ])lace of martyrdom of the great 
Sikh j)i‘o})hets, and devoted by their predictions to the 
vengeance of their disciples. Animated by these tradi- 
tional animosities, with the ho])e of plunder, and “the 
old scorn for the Boorbeah SeiH)y'’,| the Sikhs rallied to 
our banner iji the newly raisetl Bunjaubee Begiments, 
and pressed towards Delhi with contidence and good 
will. But these not(»rious inducements would have 
operated with double huce under tbe rule of their own 
Ilajah. 

Loixl Dalhousie argued, that “ warlike in character, 
and long accustomed to conquest, the Sikhs must, of 

* Punjavh 1849, p. 662. 

t Sir Henry I-diwrenco s Essays, 

} Trotter’s History <tf India from 1844 to 1862, vol. ii, p. 70. 
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necessity, detest the British as their conquem-s.”* But 
if the administration of the Punjaub during the Hajali’s 
minority had been continued, there would nave been no 
“ conquerors'' to detest. It was Lord Dalhousie who 
converted our protective occupation into a so-called con- 
quest. If the Treaty had not been thus violated, the 
(lefeated insurgents would have been simply a vanquished 
])aily in the State, and vanquished, as I believe, final! v, 
by the help of another party. No humiliation would 
have fallen on the Maliarajah, upon the Board of .Re- 
gency, or upon the i»i*inc!pal Sirdars, their followers, and 
the 20,000 troops, who had supported the constituted 
authorities. And even lor the vanquished party, if the 
Ihinjauh State had been maintained, tlie participation of 
the Maharajah’s army in the military exploits of the 
British (Jovernment, would have tein})ei‘ed the sting ol* 
defeat. 

The fact is (hat tlie Sikh Government of the Punjaub, 
so long as there was a regular Government, never liad 
tlie least Inoliiiatio]i to go to war with us. The State of 
Lahore, throughout tlie time of its greatest ])ride and 
pi’osperity, uiider Runjeet Singh, had remained on the 
best terms with tlie British (Jovernmeiit. Even after 
the great Maharajah’s death, amid the excitement of our 
disasters in Aftghanistan, and the operations to retrieve 
them and withdnuv our troops, amicable relations were 
preserved for several years, until what Lord Hardinge 
correctly described as “ a democratic revolution”, f threw 
all tlie sti-ength of the State into the hands of tlie army. 
The military Punchayuts used their jiower in a manner 
that w(is most ofteiisive and alarming to all adlierents of 
Runjeet Singh’s dynasty. They ‘‘ issued their orders, 
under the designation belonging to the Sikh sect before 
Runjeet Singli became a monarcli, viz. : — the Khalsa 
Punth, (Khalsajee-ka Punth)” — tlie Company of the 
Elect. “ They formally assumed the Government, and 
sent letters bearing their seal, inscribed merely with the 
name of God, to all local officers, military leaders, and 
members of the Durbar, requiring tlieir presence and 

* J*(fpers, Piipjauh, 1840, p. GG2. 

t Pajttrs, tht laic cfr., 184G, j>. G. 
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obedience.”* The Princes, the ministers, the noUes, 
“ the head of the Sikh religion”, even the superior 
officers of the army, all who had anything to lose, were 
on the side of peace with us, and good order within 
their own frontier. It was so in 1845, and equally, or 
more so, in 1849. 

We have seen how long, and how stoutly, Bajah Shere 
Singh resisted the growing impulse, — under what an im- 
perative summons, amid what confusion and despair, he 
at last yielded. And, after all, he alone, out of the eight 
leading Sirdare of the Punjaub, selected to form the 
Council of Regency, took part in the insurrection, — and 
then, not as a voluntary participator in the common 
cause, but reluctantly and hopelessly, closely touched by 
special motives of personal honour, and the Oriental 
sense of implicit filial obedience. 

Many of the Sirdars withstood for a long time every 
incentive to rebellion, and were at last dragged or forced 
into it by the soldiery who suiroujided them. The arro- 
gant rapacity of Sikh domination in the army, was, in 
fact, the sole obstacle to be overcome before a reformed 
and self-sustaining Government could be established in 
the Punjaub. Under our protective management, — with 
or without a second struggle, — that obstacle would have 
been overcome. The reorganisation of the army, and 
pacification of the warlike tribes, were merely matters 
of time. The interval of the Rajah’s minority would 
probably have been sufficiently long. The negotiators 
of the Treaty of Bhyrowal certainly contemplated the 
possibility of a second struggle. Lord Hardinge and Sir 
Henry Lawrence were prepared for it, though they did 
not expect it ; and but .for a strange succession of mis- 
haps and errore of judgment, I firnny believe the second 
struggle would have been avoided. In either case, 
whether the second struggle was unavoidable, whether 
it was provoked or aggravated by our shortcomings or 
faults, we ought to have borne the bnmt of it without 
complaining. There may have been a little more trouble 
than we luted, a little more than we looked for, but 
there was no more than we had bargained for. 

• Papfrfy the fnte Ifnxft/ltie.% 184^, jk S. 
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The spirits, the habits, the traditional pride of the old 
Kliiilsa troops, in the ranks of the local army, and in the 
districts chiefly inhabit^ by the Sikhs, were the unruly 
('lenients we had undertaken to curb and coerce. It was 
our duty to conquer those unruly elements ; but having 
done so, we liad no right to say, as Lord Dalhousie did, 
that we ha^l “conquered’' the territories under our tute- 
lage. That was not a true conquest, — it was a breach 
of trust. We availed ourselves to the utmost, and to 
the last nioij)ent, of our advantageous position as the 
civil and military administrators of the Punjaub ; we 
held its stroiigholds, and disposed of all its resources, 
including 20,000 sold lei's I'ecruited from its population ; 
we disarmed many wavering and doubtful opj^onents by 
appealing to their conseiwative interests and loyal senti- 
ments, by professing to uphold the Treaties, and dis- 
fivowing hostility to their Sovereign and institutions ; — 
all this we were authorised and bound to do, with the 
object of quelling the insurrection, but not with the 
object of violating the Treaties, as soon as the crisis was 
over, by turning our occupation into possession. 

I have left uiidiscussed the secondary question, w^hether 
we may not have had some equitable claims to compensa- 
tion and additional safeguards, on account of the exces- 
siv(» expenses, and special difficulties of quelling the 
revolt. Without admitting that such claims would havci 
been well founded, it is enough to say that all our de- 
mands under those beads could have been easily secured 
without the annexation of the Kingdom that had been 
(‘ntrusted to our charge. The annexation gave us neither 
pecuiiiaiy com})eiisation nor military safeguard, but set 
up a constant drain upon our purse, a constant sti*ain 
uj)on our sword-arm. 

The results of that ill-advised acquisition, iij) to tlu' 
j>resent time, seem to me to have been of a mixed cha- 
racter, — absolutely injurious and exhausting to the Bri- 
tish Empire, relatively beneficial in some resj)ects, pre- 
judicial in others, to the people of the Punjaub, — but I 
can perceive no advantage, material or moral, that has 
l>een gained by any person or class, that could not have 
l^een more fully and effectually conferred and secun^d 
without annexation than wdth it. 
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Lord Dtdhousie objected, that “ hesitation on our part 
would be attributed, not to forbearance, but to fear ; it 
would 1)6 regarded, not as the result of a magnanimous 
policy, but as the evidence of a pusillanimous spirit”,* 
a most frivolous and unstatesmaidike objection. Mag- 
jianimity aftei* success never presents the appearance of 
I'ear, and is not in the least liable to be mistaken for it. 
All India was thoroughly impressed with the complete 
subjection of the Sikh anny. There were manifold means 
available for making that subjection, and the submission 
of the entire people, a visible object to the w})ole Penin- 
sula, and for turnint^ it to the honour and credit of the 
Imperial Power. According to Oriental ideas the greatest 
Sovereign is he who can make Princes, and who has the 
largest number of Princes under his command and pro- 
tection. Lord Dalhousie might have gained the hearts 
of Princes and j)eo])le by a plain statement of what liad 
been done, and what it was intended to do in the Pun- 
jaub. Instead of doing so, he violated Tieaties, abused 
a sacred trust, threw away the grandest O])])ortunity ever 
offered to the British (Tovernment of planting solid and 
vital reform up to the Northern limits of India, and by 
an acquisition as unjust as it wius imprudent, weakened our 
frontier, scsittered our military stiength, and entailed a 
heavy financial burden upon the Empire. That, I be- 
lieve, will he the verdict of })osterity and hi.story upon 
the transactions which have just jia.ssed under our 
review. 


t rnjiers, riiiijaub, 1849, ji. CG4. 
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( puijf-t 61 to (jr>. j 

Tilt! ilates of the following docuiuents and extracts must be 
marked and observed. 

The tSccrclani to the GuvmimeiU of Lidia to the Resideni' at Lahore. 

“ Fort William, October IV 1848. 

“ .\s may have lieen anticipated by you, from the earnest desire 
e.vjiressed by the Oovernment, froni the earliest communication 
made to you, after the eonimencement of the rebellion at Mooltan, 
that tb(! lbrtre,s.s of Govindgurh should, in accordance with the 
t(!niis of the Treaty of Itbyrowal, bi! occupied by British troops, 
the Goveruor-Oeiieral in Council is iierfectly .satisfied with the in- 
telligence now communicated to him. ’ 


The Reeretary to Ih Govern, aent of India to the Reesideiit at Lahore. 

" Fort William, October 3, 1848. 

“ I am desired to intimate to you, that the Governor-General in 
(.'oiineil considers the State of Lahore to be, to all intents and pur- 
jio.ses, directly at war with the British Government ; and he expects 
(liuf those who may be, directly or indirectly, concerned in these 
jiroceedings, will be tieated according] v, by vourself and vour 
< .tticers,”- [Punjanb Pajnrn, 1 849, pp. 374, 375.) 


The Resident at Lahore to the Secretary v'ith the Governor-General. 

“ I.aliore, December 2, 1 848. 

“ The Commander-iu-Chief had crossed the Eavee ; misrepresen- 
tations ol the purposes of the British Government were being 
sedulously circulated by the <lisa fleeted ; and those whose interests 
are on the side of the British supremacy in the Puujaub, were 
urgent with me, as to the expediency of putting forth some de- 
claration to the people, which would allay the general apprehen- 
sion that was felt, at the advance of the Commander- in-Chief. 
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The insurgents have sent, throughout the provinces, inflamma- 
tory papers, in which they style themselves the United Khalsa, 
the loyal and obedient subjects of Maharajah Duleep Sing, whom 
the British oppressors have imprisoned, and in which they declare 
that the object of the British Government is the wholesale exter- 
mination of the Sikhs indiscriminately, and the suppression of the 
Khalsa religion. 

“There is nothing too extravagant for the common people of 
India to believe, if it is told them by their priests and the Sirdars ; 
the report that the offences of the rebels were to be visited on the 
Sikh population at large, was gaining extensive credit, and the in- 
surgent leaders were, on this account, gaining the sympathies of 
many, and extensive additions to their ranks, vvhich they would, 
otherwise, have been wdtliout. 

“ I considered it, therefore, necessary to counteract their ma- 
chinations at once, by a declaration to the people of the Punjaiib, 
of the real object of the present advance of the Britisli army.” 

Now let us hear “ tlie real object”, according to tlie proclama- 
tion. 


Proclamation hy the JRcfiidcnt at Lahore. 

“November 18, 1848. 

“ To the subjects, servants, and dej>endi‘nts of the Lahore State, 
and the residents, of all classes and castes, whether Sikh, Mussul- 
man, or other, within the territories (d* Maharajah Duleep Sing, 
i'roni the Beas to the mountains beyond T\*shawur. Whereas cer- 
tain evil-disposed ]iersons and traitors, have excited rebellion and 
insurrection, and have seduced portions of the population of the 
Bunjaub from their allegiance, and have raised an armed opposi- 
tion to the British authority ; and wluu’eas the condign punisliment 
of the insurgents is necessary; therefore, tin* British army, under 
the command of the Bight Honourable the Commander-in-Chief, 
lias entered the runjaub districts. The army will not ndurn to 
its cantonments, until the full punishment of all insurgents has 
lieen effected, all armed opposition to constituted authority put 
down, and obedience and 'order have been re-established. 

“And whereas it is not the desire of the British Government 
that those who are innocent of the above offences, who have taken 
no part, secretly or openly, in the disturbances, ami wlio have re- 
mained faithful in their obedience to the government of Maharajah 
Duleep Sing, be they Sikh, or be they of any otlier class, should 
suffer with the guilty ; therefore, all persons who are not con- 
cerned, directly or indirectly, in the present disturbances, are 
assured that they have nothing to fear from the coining of the 
British army. Such persons are exhorted to remain, without ap- 
prehension, in their villages and homes, and, as loyal subjects of 
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the Maharajah, to give every aid by providing carriage, supplies, 
and the like, to the army which has entered the Lahore territories, 
not as an enemy to the constituted Government, but to restore 
order and obedience. Furthermore, all classes of the community, 
be they Sikh, or be they of any other caste or tribe, who, merely 
through ignorance, may have been led away, by the felse state- 
ments of the evil-disposed and insurgent Siitlars and others, and 
have left their homes, and assembled themselves under the 
standard of rebellion, are hereby admonished instantly to separate 
themselves from the insurgents, and to return to their villages. If 
they do so now, without hesitation or delay, no injury will happen 
to them; if they neglect this warning and advice, certain destruc- 
tion will come upon them, in common with tlie other insurgents 
and rebels, and dist urbers of the public peace.’’ 


Inclosure 9 in No. 42. 

The Secretary ritk the Govermr-Gcural to the Mesidcnt at Lahore. 

“Camp, Sirhiudj December 14, 1848. 

“ The Governor-Geiieral approves of your having issued this pro- 
clamation.”— Pnpm, 1849, pp. 448, 449.) 


The Previous Proclamation Confirmed. 

Extract of ProcJomntm hy the Residrnt at Lahore, under orders 
from the Governor-General. 

Lahore Kesidency, February 5, 1849. 

" A proclamation was issued by Sir Frederick Currie, on the 
18th of November last I now, again, make known, by order of 
the (royemor-General, the terms on which alone pardon may still 
l)e obtained.”— PMTyawJ Papers, 1849, p. 591.) 
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(B.) 

The Times, Thursday, August 31, 1882. 

‘ THE CLAIMS OF AN INDIAN PlilNCE. 

“ TO THE EDITOR OF THE TIMES. 

“ Sir, — As the era of doing justice and restoration appears to 
liave dawned, judging from the recent truly liberal and noble act 
of the })resent Liberal Government, headed, by now, the great 
Gladstone the Just, I am encouraged to lay before the British 
nation, through the medium of The Times, the injustice which I 
have suffered, in the hope that, although generosity may not be 
lavished upon me to the same extent as has been bestowed upon 
King Cetewayo, yet that some magnanimity might be shown 
towards me by this great Christian Em])ire. 

“When I succeeded to the throne of the Punjaub I was only an 
infant, and the Klialsa soldiery, becoming more and more mutinous 
and overbearing during both my uncle/s and my niothej*’s Kegen- 
cies, at last, un])rovoked, crossed^ the Sutlej tand attacked the 
friendly British Power, and was completely defeated and entirely 
routed by the English Army. 

“Had, at that time, my dominions been annexed to the British 
territories, I would have now not a word to say, fur 1 was at that 
time an independent Chief at tlie head of an inde})endent peo]>le, 
and any penalty whicli might liave been then inliicted would have 
been perfectly just; but that kind, true English gentleman, the 
late Lord llardiiige, in cc)nsideration of the friendsliij) which had 
existed between the British Empire and tlu‘ ‘ Lion of llie Punjaub', 
replaced me on my throne, and tlie diamond Koii-i-noor on my arm, 
at one of the Durbars. The Council of Kegency, which was then 
created to govern the country during my minorit}\ finding that it 
was not in their power to rule the Punjaub unaided, applied for 
assistance to the representative of the British Government, who, 
after stipulating for alisolute power to control every Government 
department, entered into the Bhyrowal Treaty with me, ]>y which 
was guaranteed that 1 should bo protected on my throne until 1 
attained the age of sixteen years, the Britisli also furnishing 
troops both for the above obj(*ct and presmvation of ]>eace in the 
country, in consideration of a certain sum to be paid to them an- 
nually by my Durbar, for the maintenance of that force. 

“ Thus the British nation, with open eyes, assumed my guardian- 
ship, the nature of which is clearly defined in a x>roclamation sub- 
sequently issued by Lord Hardinge’vS orders on the 20th of August 
1847, which declares that the lender age of the Maharajah Duleep 
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Singh causes liiiii to feel the interest of a father in the education 
and guardianship of the young Prince . — { Vide Puigaub Papers at 
the British Museum.) 

“Two English officers carrying letters bearing my signature 
were despatched by the British Resident, in conjunction with my 
Durbar, to take jwssession of the fortress of Mooltan and the 
surrounding district in my name, but my servant, Moolraj, refusing 
to acknowledge iny authority, caused them to be put to death, 
\vhereu})oii l»oth the late Sir F. Currie and the brave Sir Herbert 
Edwardes most urgently requested the Commander-in-Chief of the 
British forces at Simla, as there were not sufficient English 
soldiers at Lahore at the time, to send some European troop.s 
witliout delay in Girder to crush this rebellion in the bud, as they 
affirmed that tlic consecpieiices could not be calculated which 
might follow if it were allowed to spread ; but the late Lord 
Gough, witli the concurrence of the late Marquis of Dalhousie, 
refused to (*omply with their wishes, alleging the unhealtTiiness of 
tlie s(jason as his reason for doing so. 

“ My case at that time was exactly similar to what the Klie- 
div(*’s is at tliis moment; Arabi being, ia bis present position, to 
Ins master what Moolraj was to me — viz., a rebel. 

“At last, very tardily, the British Government sent troops (as 
lias b(‘i*n done in Kgyjit) to (luell the rebellion, which had by that 
vastly increased in the Punjaub, and who entered my terri- 
tories, lieaded liy a jiroclamation, issued by Lord Dalhousie’s 
orders, to the following (‘fleet : — 

“ ‘ Jnclosiiro No. 8 in No. 42. — To the subjects, servants, and de- 
jiendeiits of the Lahore State, and residents of all classes and castes, 
whether Siklis, Mussnlniaiis, or others within the territories of Maharajah 

Dnlcep Sin;^li Whereas certain evil-disp(^sed persons and 

traitors have c.xcited rebellion and insurrection, and have seduced por- 
tifiis of the popidation (»f the Punjaub from their allegiance, and have 
raised an armed opposition to the British authority ; and whereas the 
condign juniishment of the insurgents is necessary, . . . therefore 

tlie Hriti-.h Army, under the command of the Right Hon. the Corn- 
mandei in-( ’hief, has entered the Ihinjaub districts. The army wnll not 
return to its cantonments until the full punishment of all insurgents 
has heen effected, all opposition to the constituted authority put down, 
and (►bedience and order have been re-e-stablished.’ 

Thus it is clear from the above that the British Comniander-in- 
Chief did not enter my dominions as a conqueror, nor the army to 
stay there, and, therefore, it is not correct to assert, as some do, 
that tlie Punjaub was a military conquest. 

‘ And whereas it is not the desire of the British Government that 
those who are innocent of the above offences, who have taken no part, 
secretly or openly, in the disturbances, and who have remained faithful 
in their obedience to the Government of Maharajah Duleep Singh 
should suffer with the* guilty.’ 
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“ But after order was restored, and finding only a helpless child 
to deal with, and the temptation being too strong, Lord Dalhousie 
annexed the Punjaub, instead of carrying out the solemn com- 
pact entered into by the British Government at Bhyrowal ; sold 
almost all my personal, as well as all my private property, con- 
sisting of jewels, gold and silver plate, even some of my wearing 
apparel and household furniture, and distributed the proceeds, 
amounting (I was told) to £250,000, as prize money among those 
very troops who had come to put down rebellion against my 
authority. 

“ Thus I, the innocent, who never lifted up even my little 
finger against the British Government, was made to suffer in the 
same manner with iny own subjects who would not acknowledge 
my authority, in spite of the declaration of the above-quoted Pro- 
clamation that it is not the desire of the British Government that 
the innocent should suffer with the guilty. 

Lord Dalhousie, in wu'iting to the Secret Committee of the 
late Court of Directors, in order to justify hi.s unjust act, among 
other arguments employs the following. He says : — 

*“ It has been objected that the present dynasty in the Punjaub 
cannot with justice be subverted, since the Maharajah Duleep Singh, 
being yet a minor, can hardly be held responsible for the acts of the 
nation. With deference to those by whom these views have been enter- 
tained, I must dissent entirely from the soundness of this doctrine. It 
is, I venture to think, altogether untenable as a principle ; it lias been 
disregarded heretofore in practice, and disregarded in the case of the 
Mahamjah Duleep Singh. When in 1845 the Khalsa army invaded 
our territories, the Maharajah was not held to be free from responsibility, 
nor was he exempted from the consequences of the acts of the people. 
On the contrary, the Government, of India confiscated to itself the 
richest provinces of the Maharajah’s kingdom, and was applauded for 
the moderation which had exacted no more. If the Maharajah was not 
exempted from responsibility on the plea of his tender yenra at the age 
of eight, he cannot on that plea be entitled to exemption from a like 
responsibility now that he is three years older.’ 

“ But in thus arguing, His Lordship became blind to the fact 
that in 1845, when the Khalsa army invaded the British territories, 
I was an independent chief, but after the ratification of the Bhy- 
rowal treaty I was made the ward of tlie British nation ; and how 
could I, under these circumstances, be held responsible foi* the 
neglect of my Guardians in not crushing Moolraj's rebellion at 
once, the necessity of doing which was clearly and repeatedly 
pointed out by the British Resident at Lahore ? 

“Again, His Lordship says: ‘The British Government has 
rigidly observed the obligations which the treaty imposed on thenj , 
and fully acted up to the spirit and letter of its contract.’ No 
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doubt all this was or may have been true^ except so far that 
neither peace was preserved in the country nor I protected on my 
throne till I attained the age of sixteen years ; two very important 
stipulations of that ti’eaty. 

“ He further alleges : ‘ In return for the aid of the British troops 
they (my Durbar) bound themselves to pay to us a subsidy of 
22 lakhs (£220,000) per annum, . . . from the day when that 
treaty was signed to tlie present hour, not one rupee- has ever been 
paid.’ 

“ Now, the al>ove statement is not correct, because of the fol- 
lowing despatch which exists : ‘ Enclosure No. 5 in No. 23/ the 
Acting Resident at Lahore affirms, ‘ The Durbar has paid into this 
tr(‘[isury gold to tlie value of Rs. 13,56,637 Oa. (£135,837 14s. Id., 
taking the value of a rupee at 2s.) 

“ Likewise^ Lord Dalhousie alludes to Sirdar Chuttur Singh's 
conduct. Enclosure 10 in No. 36 will show those wha care to 
look for it tlie reprimand which Captain Abbott then received 
from tlie Resident for his treatment of that Chief, who, after that, 
with his suns, without doulit, believed that the Bhyrowal Treaty 
was not going to lie carried out; and, Judging from the events 
wliicli followed, were they right in their views, or were they not ? 

“ 1. Thus 1 liave lieeii most unjustly deprived of my kingdom, 
yielding, as shown by Lord Dalhousie’s own computation in (I 
think) J 850, a surplus revenue of some £500,000, and no doubt 
now vastly exceeds that sum. 

“ 2. 1 have also been i)revented, unjustly, from receiving the 
rimtals of my private estates [vide Prinsep’s History of the Sikhs, 
compiled for tlie Govern] iient of India) in the Punjaiib, amounting 
to some £130,000 per annum, since 1849, although my private 
]>roperty is not confiscated by the terms of the annexation which 
I was compelled to sign by my gmardians when I was a minor, 
and. therefore, 1 presume it is an illegal document, and I am still 
the lawful Sovereign of the Punjaub ; but this is of no moment, 
iur I am ijuite content to be the subject of my Most Gracious 
S(»vereign, no matter how it was brought about, for her gracious- 
ness toward.s me has ])eeii boundless. 

“3. All my personal property has also been taken from me, 
exce})ting £20,000 worth, which I was informed by the late Sir 
dohn Login was permitted to be taken with me to Futtehghur 
when I was exiled ; and the rest, amounting to some £250,000, dis- 
posed of as stated before. What is still more unjust in my case 
is, that most of my servants who remained faithful to me were 
permitted to retain all their personal and private property, and to 
enjoy the rentals of their landed estates (or jagheers), given to 
t hem by me and my predecessors ; whereas I, their master, who did 
not even Kft up my little finger against the British nation, was 
not considered worthy to be treated on the same footing of equality 
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with them, because, I suppose, my sin being that I happened to be 
the ward of a Cliristian power. 

“ The enonnous British liberality permits a life stipend of 
£25,000 per annum, which is reduced by certain charges (known 
to the proper authorities) to some £13,000, to be paid to me from 
tlie revenues of India. 

** Lately, an Act of rarliament has been passed by which, some 
montlis hence, the muniticent sum of some £2,000 will be added 
to my iil>ove stated available income, but on the absolute condition 
that my estates must be sold at my death, thus causing my dearly - 
loved English home to l)e broken up, and compelling my de- 
scendants to seek some other asylum. 

A very meagre j)ruvision, considering of what and how I have 
been deprived, has also been made for my successors. 

If one righteous man was found in the two most wicked cities 
of the world, 1 pray God that at least one honourable, just, and 
noble Englishman may be forthcoming out of this Christian land 
of liberty and justice to advocate my cause in Parliament, other- 
wise what chance have I of obtaining justice, considering that my 
despoiler, guardian, judge, advocate, and jury is the British nation 
itself ? 

“Generous and Christian Engiishmen, accord me a just and 
liberal treatment for the sake of tlie fair name of your nation, of 
wdiieh I have now the honour to be a naturalised member, for it is 
more Idessed to give than to take. 

“ I have the honour to remain. Sir, your most obliged servant, 

“DULEEP SINGH. 

“ Elvedon Hall, Thetford, Suflblk, Aug. 28.’' 


Thk Times, Thumhiy, Avyust 31, 1882. 

“We print elsewhere a somewdiat singular letter from the Mahara- 
jah Dhuleep Singh. Jh icon raged, as it w’ould seem, by the restoration 
of Cetyw’ayo, he put^ forward an impassioned plea for the considera- 
tion of his owm claims. On a tirsl glance, his letter reads as if he 
demanded nothing less tliaii to be rejdaced on the tlirone of tlie 
Punjaub. He professes to establish his right to that position and 
then to w^aive it, magnanimously avowing that he is quite content 
to be the subject of bis Most Gracious Sovereign, wdiose gracious- 
ness towards him has been boundless. His real object, how^ever, 
is far less ambitious. It is to prefer a claim for a more generous 
treatment of his private affairs at the hands of the Indian Govern- 
ment. In lieu of the Sovereignty of the Punjaub, with its un- 
bounded power and unlimited resources, ‘the enormous British 
liberality’, he complains, permits him only a life stij>end of £25,000 
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]»er annum, which is reduced by certain charges to some £13,000. 
All that he has hitherto succeeded in ob taining from the Indian 
(Government is an arrangement, lately sanctioiied by Act of Parlia- 
Tiient, whei'eby he will receive an addition of £2, 0(H) to his wnoal 
income, on condition that his estates are sold at his death, in order 
to liquidate his liabilities, and provide for his widow and children. 
It is really against this arrangement that the Maharajah appeals. 
His argument concerning his dejure Sovereignty of the Punjaub is 
manifestly only intended to support his pecuniaiy claims. If 
tliese settled to his satisfaction, he would doubtless be con- 
tent, and more tliaii content, to die, as lie has lived, an English 
country gentleiiian, with estates swarming v’ith game, and with an 
income sutticieni for his needs. This is a sort of appeal to its 
justice and geneiosity with which the English public is not un- 
familiar. Dliulee]) Singh is not the first dispossessed Eastern 
Prince who lias felt himself aggrieved hy the dispositions of the 
Indian ( Jovei iiment, nor is this the first occasion on wliicfi his own 
claims havt! heeii heard of. For a long time he preferred a claim 
lor the Xoiiiiioor, of which he alleged that he had been wrongfully 
dcs])oih‘d. N(»N\,it is liis ])riviite estates hi India which he declares 
]ia\t‘ l»ccii cniitiscalcd without ade<[uate compensation. No one, of 
course, wouM wish that a Prince in the Maharajah^s position 
should he uiigem'rously treated. He is, as it were, a ward of the 
English nation, and even his extravagances might be leniently re- 
garded. Rut as the (daiiii, now publicly preferred by the Ma- 
harajah, has ])eeu disallo\\ e(l, after full consideration, by successive 
(Jovenimeiits, both in India and this country, it may not be amiss 
to sli'»\v that Ids cjise is by no means so strong as 'he still affects to 
consider it. 

1 he events of two Sikh wars, and their sequel, have jaobably 
fjch il out of ihr memory of most of our readers. They are, how- 
accurately stated, so lar as the main facts are concerned, in 
the Maharajalis letter. It is not so much witli these facts as 
with thcMaharajairs inferences from them, and witli certain other 
lacts M liich he lias not found it convenient to state. It is perfectly 
true that, after the overthrow of *Khalsa’ power iii the sanguinary 
battle (»f Sobraon, Lord Hardinge declined t(> annex the Punjaub, 
and leplaced the Maharajah on the throne under the Regency of 
bis mother, the Ranee, assisted by a Council of Sirdars. This 
.'“eltlement, however, ]>roved a failure, and was replaced by the 
arrangement made under the Rhyrowal Treaty, whereby the entire 
control and guidance of aflairs was vested in tlie Rritish Resident, 
and the presence of Rritish troops was guaranteed until tlie Maha- 
rajah should attain his majority. The second Sikh war, which 
oegan with the revolt of Mofdraj in 1848, soon proved the futility 
of this aiTHiigeinent also; and after the surrender of Mooltaii and 
the liattle of (Guzerat, which finally broke the reviving ]K)wer of 



98 


APPENDIX. 


the Khalsa, Lord Dalhousie, who had succeeded Lord Hardinge as 
Governor-General, decided that the time had come for the incor- 
poration of the Punjaub with the Pritish Dominions in India. 
Dhultep Singli was at tliis time only eleven years of age, but he 
had been recognised for more than three years as the Sovereign of 
the Punjaub, and by the advice of his Durbar at Laliore lie signed 
the terms of s(*ttleiiienl ]>ro])osed by the P>ritisb Commissioner, 
wliereby he renounced ‘ for himself, his heirs, and his successors, 
all right, title, and claim to the Sovereignty <.)f tlie Piinjauh, or to 
any sovereign power wliatever.’ P>y subse(iuent clauses of tlui 
same instrument ‘ all the pn^perty of the State, (»f whatever de- 
scri})tiou, and when‘soever found’, was contiscated to the East India 
Company; the Kohinoor was surrendered to the tjfu*-‘en r^f Kng~ 
land ; a ptmsion of not less than four, and not exceiMling live, laklis 
(»f riiyiees was secured to tlie Maharajah ' for tlie suj)]MU*t of him- 
self, his relatives, and tlu? servants of the State’; ami tlii^ Coni- 
])any undertook to treat tlu*. Maharajah with res])ect. and honour, 
aud to allow him to retain the tith* of ‘ Maliarajah Dhiilee}) Singh, 
Pahadoor’. Of this instrument, tie* Maharajali now says that le- 
was comjielled to sign it ])V his gnanlians when he was a minor, 
and he argues that, the ]»olitical necessity whicli dictated it was 
due to the Idrhvx of the Indiau (Toveruui(*ut, wliich had faih^l to 
fulfil the ])ledges of the hiliyrowal Treaty, and had allowed the 
revolt of Moolraj to (h*velop into a Sikli rehelliou. 

“In answer to these allegations, it is sutheient to quote tlie Peiioi't 
of the Pritish Commissioner who ]uvseiited the l(‘rms for signatuiv. 
‘ Tlu‘ ])ap(*r,’ he says, ‘ was tlaui liamh*d p> the ^laharajah, wlio im- 
mediately aflixed his signature. The alacrity with which he took 
th(^ ])a]>(*rs when olfen‘(l was a matter of ri'iiiark to all, and sug- 
gested the idea that ])ossihly he liad been instruet(‘d by bis advisers 
that any show' of liesitation might lead to 11 h‘ substitution of 
terms less favourable than those wliich he. had h(*eii otlcred.’ 
Moreover, the ])lea that thi* Maharajah was a minor, and there- 
fore not a free agent, is fatal to his (»w'n case; he was two years 
younger w’hen the IMiyrow’al Treaty w’as signed, and younger still 
when the settlement of Lord Ifardiiige re])laced him on the throne, 
and restored to him the Sovereignty which he even now’ ackiiow'- 
ledges might at that time have lieen rigidly forfeiteil. AVe need 
not dw'ell on this ]>oint, howi'ver. Tiit* Maharajah himself would 
hardly press it. His (‘hiiiii of Sovereignty is merely intended 
to cover his claim for money. He never was much more tiiaii 
nominal Sovereign of the Punjauh, and he jirobably desires nothing 
so little at this moment as the restitution of his sovereign rights. 
Tlie political question has long been closed; it only remains to 
consider whether the personal aud tinaucial question still remains 
open. The Maharajah conqdains that la* w as tlepriv(‘d of liis per- 
sonal and private property — with iiisignitieaut exceptions — and of 
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tlie rentals of liis landed estates. There is, however, no mention 
of private property in the terms of settlement accepted by the 
Maharajah, and a minute of Lord Dalhousie recorded in 1855, 
states explicitly that at the time the Pnnjaiib W’as annexed the 
youth had no territories, no lands, no property, to which he could 
succeed. The pension accorded by the East India Company was 
plainly intended to support the Maharajah in becoming state, and 
In ]uovi<le for his personal dependents, and the British Govern - 
iiient ex[)ressly reserved to itself the right of allotting only such 
])orti<jn as it thought lit of tlie ‘Four Lakh Fund’, as the pension 
was called, to the Maharajah’s personal use. So long ago as 185^^ 
liord Dalhousie wrote a despatch intended to remove from the 
Maharajairs miiid all idea that the Four Lakh Fund would ulti- 
mately revert to himself, and characterising such an idea as ‘en- 
tirely erroneous’. 

“The Indian ( Joveriimeiit, however, has certainly iiot"^dealt iiii- 
giMierousiy witli the Mjtharajali. It is true tliat it has not recog- 
nised his claim to certain i>rivate <*.4ates no record of which exists, 
still less lias it listened to any of his attempts to assail the validity 
ot the instrument wluavhy Ids sovereignty was extinguished. For 
some years after tin' anmexation his jK'rsoual alk>wance out of the 
hour Lak’h Fund was tixed at XlL\oOi) a year — a sum which w'as 
coiisidert'd entiiely satisfactory hy the h'ading Ministers of the 
Durhar which ass(*ntcd and advised the Maharajah to assent to 
the terms of 1<S41). Ihit in ISrdd this allowance was doubled, and 
the Maliarajali lumself more than once acknowledged, in suhse- 
«|Uei)l yeai-s. the lil»erality of the arrangements made. The allow- 
ance ot £2;),ono a year has l>een reduced to the £13,000 iiientioried 
hy the Maharajah in Ids letter, not hy any act of the Indian 
(d)V('rnment, but l»y what, if he were only English country 
gentlemen, we sliould In*. eom])elled to call e.xtravagaiice, tliougli 
M'' he is an Eastern rrinct^ it i.s more generous, perhaps, to de- 
scribe it as magniticeiiee. He first bought a proj)erty in' Gloucester- 
shire, li.e tlds was sold some years ago, and Ids present estate at 
Elveden, in Suflblk. was jiurcliased for £138,000, the money being 
advanced hy the (lovernment, and interest for the loan to tlie 
amount of £r),6()4 ])er annum i)eing paid by the Maharajah. Some 
two or three years ago the Home Government of India projiosed 
t^) release the Maharajah from payment of tliis annual sum jiro- 
vided that he wrjuld consent to the sale of the estate, either at 
once or at his death, for the repayment of the principal of the 
loans advanced. This pro]>osal, however, w^as rejected by the 
Indian Government, which maintained in very strong and plain 
language that the Maharajah had already been treated wdth ex- 
ceptional liberality and that if lie wanted more money he should 
sell his estate. The Indian Government remained inexorable, but 
the liberality of tlie Home (b>vernineiit was not yet exhausted. 
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The Maharajah had built a house at Elveden at a cost ot* £60,000, 
and had borrowed £40,000 from a London banking firm for the 
piirix)se. For this loan £2,000 interest had to be paid, and the 
India Ottice has lately sanctioned the repayment of the capital 
sum without making any further charge on the Maharajah. It is 
to this arrangement, and to the Act ot Parliament which sanctions 
it, that the Maharajali refers with some bitterness at tlie close of 
liis letter. In order to settle his affairs and to provide for his 
wife and family, the Act of I'arliament re([uires that liis estate 
at Flvedim sliould be sold after his death. Hinc ilUe lavnjma:. 
An argument, which starts from tlie sovereign claims of the son 
of the ‘ Lion of the Puiijauh’, ends somewhat ridiculously, though 
not without a toucli of pathos, with the sorrows of the S(iuire of 
Klvedeii. J)ulee)) Singh began life as the Maharajah of the Piiii- 
jaiih, with absolute })ower and boundless w'ealtli, if lie had only 
been old enough to enjoy them, and if the Khalsa would only 
have allowed him to do so ; he is not even allo\ved to end it as an 
English country gentlemen, leaving an encumbered estate and 
an emharrassed heir. There is really a eertain tragedy about the 
wdiole matter. Fate and the Ihitish lN)wer hav(‘ deprivinl the 
Maharajah of tlie Sovereignty to*w’hi<‘h he was horn. Hi* ha> 
done his best to lH‘e()me an English squire, and if lie lias lived 
lieyond his income he may ]»lead abundance of t‘xaniples in tin 
class to wliieh he has altaclied liimself; yet he is Ibrcisl to heai 
the eonseipieiices himself, and not to inliiet tlunii on his ehildrei 
and descendants, as an English .squire would he able to do. Tin 
whole cast* is one wliieh it is very dilliciilt to judge iqxui an; 
ahstmet ])rinciples. It is no doubt the duly of every man to liv' 
within his income, and yet, if tin* Mahaiujali had failed to ac(piir 
a virtue rare indeed among Eastern rrinci*s, and not too eoniino; 
in the class to which In^ belongs by adoption, tliere is no Englisli 
man lad. wiadd fe(d ashamed if he »>r his deseeiidanls W(‘u* tlierei» 
to come to want. At the saim* time it is impossible for the India 
(fovernmeiit, which lias claims on its slender resources far moi 
urgent than those, of the magnitieeiit sipiire of Elveden, t 
guarantee liiiii imletinitely agaiirst the conse([uenees of his ow 
improvidence. At any ratiq it is .safe to warn him against eiicnn 
leering his jiersoiial claims by jiolitical pleas which are wlml! 
inadmissible. He is very little likely to excite sympathy for li 
|)ecuuiary troubles by his iioM, hut scarcely successful, atteiir 
to show’ that if he could only come by lii.s own he is still tl 
lawful Sovoreigu of the Puujauh.” 
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The Times, Friday, September 8, 1882. 

THE CLAIMS OF THE MAHARAJAH DULEEP SINGH. 

“ TO THE EDITOR OF THE TIMES. 

“ Sill, — As your loading article of Thursday, the 31st ult., com- 
iiiontin .!4 on iny letter of the 2Sth, which you wei’e so good as to 
]>ublish, contains iijiiny inaccuracies as to matters of fact, which no 
one, perhaps, can correct so precisely as rny.self, I trust you will 
allow me to do so, and to make a few observations. 

“ 1. You say : ‘ All that he has hitherto succeeded in obtaining 
from the Iiuliaii (Joverninont is an arrangement, lately sanctioned 
bv Act of Varliiiment. whereby he will receive an iiddition of 
to bis aniimd income on cun<Htion that his estates are sold 
at Ills d(iatii, in order Lo li»[uidate Ids liabilities and provfde for his 
widow and cldldiTii. It is really against this aiTangenient that 
the Maharajah a])j>eals/ 

‘‘ 1 do not really ap]»eal .gainst the alKive arrangement, but what 
I do c(‘rtainly tlnnk unjust in it is that 1 am not ])ermitted to 
i’e])ay during my lile the loan whieli is to be made under it — 
£lh,()(M) having already be^m advanced to me — and that I am 
thus torliiddeii |>i(*serv(‘, by a })ersonal sacritice, their Englisli 
liome to my descendants. In bust Ajual I sent a checiue for 
Xo,d4:-) 14.S., iv[»resent iiie ea]dtai and com]M)und interest at tlie 
rate of d per cent, to tie* India Ollice, but it was returned to me. 

“ My widow and ( hildren, should I leave any, were already 
inovided lor under arrangement.^ wduch existed before this Ac-t 
was passed. 

“ 2. AVith refermu e to your (piotatioii from the British Coin- 
ndssi(»ner as to my ‘ alacrity' in signing the teriiis, T have simply 
to say that, being tlieii a cldld, I did not understand wdiat I w^as 
signing. 

*' 3. ‘ Moreover,' you say, ‘ the jdea that tlie Maharajah xvas a 
minor, and, ther(d'or<*., not a free agent, is fatal to his own ease ; 
lie w'as tw’o years younger when the Bhvrowal Treaty was signed, 
and younger still when the settlement of Lord Hardiiige replaced 
him on the throne, and restored to him the sovereignty wdiicli lie 
even now' acknowdedges might at that time have l)een rightly for- 
feited. We need not dw'cdl on this point, however. Tlie Malia- 
rajah himself would hardly press it.' 

“ But, wliether it is fatal to my case or not, I do press it, and 
maintain that after the ratification of the Bln'rowal Treaty I w'as 
a wTird of the British nation, and that it was unjust on the part of 
the guardian to deprive me of iny kingdom in consequence of a 
failure in the guardians! li]). 
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“Here are Lord Hardinge’s own words: ‘Hut, in addition to 
these considerations of a political nature, the Governor-General is 
bound to be guided hy tlie obligations wliioh tlie British Govern- 
ment has contracted wlien it consented to l)e the guardian of the 
young Brince during liis minority/ — ( Vide ])age 49, Punjaah 
Papers, 1847-49.) 

“4. ‘Tlie Mabarnjah complains,' you would say, ‘tliat he was 
de.prived of his jiersonal and jirivate jiroperty — with iiisigniticant 
exceptions — and of the. rentals of his landed estates. There is, 
liowever, no mention of jmvate juoperty in the terms of settle- 
ment accejited by the ]\Iaharajah,and a minute of Lord Dalhousie, 
leeorded in 1 800, state's ex])licitly that at the time the runjaub 
was annexed the youth liad no territories, no lands, no jiroperty, 
to which he could succeed.’ My reply is tliat, at tlie time of tlie 
annexation, 1 had succeeded to territories, lands, and jiersonal juo- 
])erty, and was in jiossession, and these possessions were held in 
trust and manag(*d for me, under treaty, by the British Govern- 
ment. 

“That 1 had succeeded and was ]>os.sessed of privat eestates in 
land is a historical fact and a matter of pul die record, ^loreover, 
these estates had belonged to my family, one of them having been 
acipiired by marriage, before my lather attained to sovereignty. 
The statement in Lord Dalhousie’s minute only amounts to a 
denial of the existence of the sun by a blind man ; and there are 
none so blind as those who will not see. 

“And now, with regard to my alleged (‘xtravaganci' ; these are 
the facts. The life stiiiend of .11^0 ,()()() allotti'd to me has to bear 
the following deductions: — (1) £r),()(j4 interest })ayalde to the 
Government of India; (2j alaait £3,00O as ]»remium on judicies of 
insurance on my life, executed in order to add to tlu* meagie j)ri)- 
vision made for my descendants by tla* British ( h.)v<*i‘niuent and 
as security for the loan from my hankers; (M) .£1,000 ])(‘r annum 
for two })ensions of ToOO ])er annum each, to the widows of tin* 
superintendent ajipointcd by Lord Dalhousie to take charge of nn* 
after tht‘ annexation, and of my kind frimid, the late controller of 
my ostahlishment, besides which there is sonu' £.*100 anniiiii 
])ayable in ])ensions to old servants in India. 

“ In order to be able to receivi* His Itoyal Highness the Prince 
of Wales, and to return the hosjiitality of men of my own ])osition 
in life, and because 1 was advised, and considered, not, 1 think, 
unreasonably, that tlie rank granted to me by Her Majesty re- 
quired it to be done, I expended some £JLM)(Mi~>-m»t £00,000, as 
you were informed — in alterations and repairs to the ohl house on 
this estate; suitable furniture cost £8,000 more. 

“At a cost of some £3,000 I have ]»urchased life annuiiies to l e 
])aid to the before-mentioned widow ladie.s, in case they shouhl 
survive me. 
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“ About £8,000 more bad to be bon-owed from my bankers on 
niort*;age, to complete the pureliase of this estate, as the money 
lent to me by the Government of India was insufficient by that 
amount. Thus my debts amount to something like £44,000, of 
wiiich £dO,i)0() is covered by policies of insurance, £8,000 by 
mortgage, and th< remainder amply secured hy personal assets. 
Therefoii*, instead of my instates being heavily encumbered, my 
lu*irs, if* 1 were to die at tliis moment, would succeed to a house 
and liirniture, which are worth much more than £.‘U),000, without 
anv liabilitv, iKisides some £70,000 si'ciired hv insurance on mv 

life. 

" I think y(ai are bouml to acquit the S(piire c»f Klveden of 
e.MravagainH*. 

“ Win'll tlh' iigncuUural depression set in 1 reijuested the Home 
( hoeriimeiit to make, an allowanee that would enable me to main- 
tain niy jMisition, and they kindly, after causing all iny iiccoiints 
to lie examined, hel])ed mi' with £10,000, but did iiot aceuse me 
of e\(ra\ag:mce. Subsequently, ]>ending the consideration of my 
allairs, some £<j,0(.)0 or iT.OfH) inore was advanced to jiav oil’ 
l)ressiiig l)i!ls, as during tliat time I'had nut conqdetei’l the 
arraiigcineiits for R'ducing my estahlishinent. Out of the above 
Inan about £10, (MM) was invested in livt‘ and dead stock on farms 
in hand, and would be I'ortlicoining, if ilenianded, at a vefy short 
notice. 

“Thus tlie exii-avagance during my residence at Elvedeii is re- 
duced tn ilie lal)u|.>us sum of some £12,000, and 1 jiossess enough 
IK'rsonalty, bevoml any question, to discharge debts to that 
amount, and some £(i,00() more, should they exist* at my death. 

In common justice, tlierefore, Mr. Editor, 1 ask you to enable 
me to contradict, in as jirominent a manner as tliey’ were brought 
I'Mward ill y«mr most intlueiitial journal, the ruiiiours as to mv 
'■xlravagance. 

“ In the first iiaragrai.li of your leading article of Thui'sdav, the 
.‘ilst ult imo, you say tlial ‘ the claim now jmlilicly preferred by the 
Mahara jali has been disallowed after full consideration by succes- 
sive (loveniments, both in India and this country.’ Yt s—it is verv 
easy to disallow a cliiiiii without hearing the real elaiiiiaiit. 

“The English law grants the aeeused the chance ot jiroving 
himself not guilty, but 1 am condemned unheard : is this just ? 

“ I reiiiaiii, Sir, your most obliged, 

“DULEEP 

“ Elveden Hall, Thetford, Suffolk, Sept. Utli.” 
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Even under the cloud of vitu])eratioii with which Lord Dalhousie 
tried to mystify what lie called the “conquest” of the Punjaub,the 
nature of the transaction must soon have become unjileasantlv 
manifest throughout India, but for the decent covering provided 
by the “Terms”of 1849, imposed upon the Maharajah Dnleep Singli, 
himself a minor, through the formal act and dee(i of his Council of 
Itcgency. Hardly a show of negotiation oi* discussion was per- 
mitted. Their signatures were extorted from the Councillors, 
whose conduct tliroughout the rebellion had ])een irreproacli- 
ahle, by threats that il' th(‘y refused to sign, their lauded estates 
would be confiscated, and the Mahai*ajah and themselves would be 
left to the Governor-! ieiKTal’s “ mercy”, as persons entitled to no 
‘ allowance whatever”, and to no “consi<l(*ration”. Sir Henry Elliot, 
who was the Uritish ( \unniission(*r on tlie occasion, writes as fol- 
lows : — 

‘The Dewaii,” Ihijah 1 )eeiKi Nath, “ who was much more deli- 
berate and reserved than his colleague,” Pajah Tej Singh, “com- 
mented on the severity of the conditions.” 

“ I replied that, if they refused to a(*ce])t the terms which tlie 
( Jovernor-Cieuoral olVered, the Maharajah and themselves would he 
entirely at his mercy, and I had no authority to say that they 
would be entitled to receive any allowance whatever.” 

“If they did not subsciibe to tla? conditions, I could not promise 
that any consideration would be shown to them.” 

“ After much more parley, during which 1 convinced them of 
my resolute determination to yield no ]K>int, they expressed their 
willingness to sign the Pa])er, and signed it acc(U-dingly, not with- 
out evident sorrow and repugnance on the j>art*of the l^waii.”* 

Thus the Eritish Comini.ssioner who ])resent(Ml the “Terms” for 
signature, as also in a ])assage quoted, with singular misaj)prehen- 
sion of its bearings, by the writer of the 7Vmr.s article, substantially 
admits the terror, on behali' of their Prince as well as of their own 
future, l>y which the Councilloi’s of Pegenev were compelled to 
accede to the “Terms”. “The pajwr,” says the Commissioner, 

“ was then handed to the Maharajah, vho immediately affixed his 
signature. The alacrity with wliicli he took the pa]K‘rs when 
offered was a matter of remark to all, and suggests the idea that 
* Pviijnuh Ptipers, 1849, pp. 649, G/iO, 6r>3. 
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possibly be had been instructed by his advisers that any show of 
hesitation might lead to the substitution of terms less favourable 
than those which )ie had been offered.”* 

“ His advisers,” as we have just seen, had, in fact, been threat- 
ened with “the substitution of terms” amounting to proscription 
and ruin for themselves and their infant Prince. 

As for the demeanour and impressions of the Maharajah him- 
self, and “the alacrity” or levity, with which he “took the papers”, 
and “affixed his signature”, it is enough to say that he was a child, 
eleven years of age, and incapable of forming a judgment in such 
matters. 

Here is the full text of tlie “Terms”, date<l the 29th of March 
1849, “granted to the Maharajah Duleep Singh”, which will be 
found at p. 653 of the Punjauh Papers of 1849; and at pp. 269, 
270, vol. ii, of the Collection commonly called Aijtchisoii’s 
Treaties :f — 

“ I. His Highness the Maharajah Duleep Singh shall resign for him- 
self, his heirs, and his successors, all right, title, and claim to the Sove- 
reignty of the Punjaub, or to any Sovereign Power whatever. 

“ 11. All the property of the State, of whatever description, and 
wheresoever found, shall be confiscated to the Honourable East India 
(\)mpany, in part jiaymcnt of the debt due by the State of Lahore to 
the British Government, and of the expenses of the war. 

“III. The gem called the Kuh-i-noor, which was taken from Shah 
Shooja ool-Moolk by Mahanijali Runjeet Singh, shall be surrendered by 
the Maharajah of Lahore to the Queen of England. 

“ IV. His Highness Duleep Singh shall receive, from the Honourable 
East India Company, for the support of himself, his relatives, and the 
servants of the State, a pension not less than four, and not exceeding 
five, lakhs of (’(unpuny’s Rupees per anniun. 

“ V. His Highness shall be treated with respect and honour. He 
shall retain the title of Maharajah Duleep Singh Bahadoor ; and he shall 
continue to receive, during his life, such portion of the above-named 
jMjnsion as may be allotted to himself personally, provided he shall re- 
main obedient to the British Government, and shall reside at such place 
as the Governor-General of India may select.” 

The British Government remained Guardian of the Maharajah 
after the annexation ; and, since he attained his majority, as 
before, has always exercised the right of interpreting the “Terms”, 
and of allotting the pension prescribed by Article IV. Assuming 
that the assertion of this right is quite legitimate, and actually un- 
avoidable, it still ought to be exercised with a sense of honourable 
responsibility, and cannot fairly be exempt from reasonable inquiry 
and becoming representations by the other party, the Maharajah 
Duleep Singh, who signed the Terms of 1849. The Maharajah is 

* AfUe, p. 98, Punjauh Pajyera, 1849, p. 652. 
t Calcutta, 1863. London : Longmans and Co. 
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entitled and bound in honour and in duty to plead on behalf of 
his own interests under that instrument, the Terms of 1849, and 
on behalf, likewise, of those for whom as well as for himself he 
was made to sign, — “ his heirs and successors’*. 

Just because no other power could intervene or arbitrate be- 
tween the parties to the “ Terms” of 1849, — just because the 
Maharajah Duleep Singh was and is the weaker party, unable to 
resist or to appeal to any external authority, — the British Govern- 
ment was l)()und, legally and morally, to interpret and execute those 
Terms witli something more than scrupulous integrity. The 
weaker party is entitled, by accepted maxims of international and 
common law, to the most liberal interpretation of the engagements 
in (juestion, — not from any sentimental considerations of pity or 
generosity, but on tlie reasonable ground that the stronger party, 
liaving been able to do so, must be assumed to have imposed the 
strictest and most severe terms that were politic and ])rudentat the 
time, and cannot be allowed, at any subsequent period of advantage, 
to enhance their stringency, or to diminish the benefits belonging 
to the weaker ])arty. 

It must ii(.)t be supposed that^the scrupulous administration of 
the annual “four lakli fund” is here impugned. The })resent 
wi’iter has not the data before him. It would prol^ably recjuire 
the services of a com})etent accountant or actuary to settle wliether 
tlie Maliarajah Dulec]) Singh has duly “received”, in annual ])ay- 
ments or special grants, “for himself, his relatives and the servants 
of the State”, the maximum or the minimum amount prescribeil hy 
Article IV of the Terms. Sir John Kaye, than whom no one 
could be better informed, while his language must have btHui 
somewhat restrained oi* chastened by his em})loyment iit the India 
Oflice, says: — 

“ The Ih’itish Government bound themselves to ])»ay the annual 
sum of forty or fiftv tliousand pounds to the boy-Prince and liis 
family.” 

And he adds in a note; — 

“ This is not the loose diction of doubt. The agreement was 
that the British Government should pay not less than four, or 
more than five lakhs of rupees.”* 

The writer of the article in the I'hnes raises the question of the 
Maharajah’s private and personal estate. Misapprehending once 
more, as it seems to me, the true bearings of his own argument, 
he says that “ there is no mention of private property in the terms 
of settlement accepted by the Maharajah.” Exactly, — “ all the 
property of the State” is mentioned, and is “ confiscated”; the Koh- 
i-noor is mentioned, and “ is surrendered”; if had been intended 
to exact any more private property, real or pei*sonal, it' ought to 

* Kaye’s Sep(\i/ War^ vol. i, p. 47. 
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have been mentioned in the terms of setdeaient But ** there is 
no mention of private property.” 

Without a careful examination of public records, the details of 
the real and personal property, to which the Maharajah had suc- 
ceeded, and which was in the custody of his Guardian when the 
Terms were signed, and its disposal after the annexation, cannot 
be traced. 

The Maharajali Duleep Singh asserts in his letters to the Times, 
that although his private property is not confiscated under “ the 
Terms”, he has been prevented from receiving the rentals of the 
landed estates to which he had succeeded, which belonged to his 
family before his father attained to Sovereignty, and which were 
in his possession under British Guardianship in 1849.* He also 
states that although, under the ‘'Terms” of 1849, the personal 
property which he had inherited, and which was in his possession, 
under British Guardianship, is not confiscated, his jewels and 
plate, valued at about £250,000, were actually seized in tlie 
Talace at Lahore, and given as prize-inohey to our troops.f 

There certainly is not, as the writer in the Timtu observes, any 
mention of private property in the “ Terms”. There is, therefore, 
no confiscation of private pru}»erty. All pro 2 )erty of the State, 
of whatever description”, having l)een confiscated by Article II, 
the Maharajah, under Article 111, })ersonally “surrendered” to 
the Queen of Ihigland “ the gem called the Koh-i-noor.” It is 
not confiscated, but is given, by the ]\Iaharajah personally, to the 
Queen in person. If this gem had been the “ proj)ei‘ty of the 
State” it would have Ijeen confiscated under Article 11. 

In 1849, besides the Koh-i-noor, the Maharajah Duleep Singh 
w’as in possession of many other gems, which he did not “sur- 
render”. Tlie Koh-i-noor w as one article in a large collection of 
jewels, valued, w'ithout that unrivalled gem, at something like 
£250,000. The contents of the jew^el-room w’ere not State pro- 
perty, or they w^ould, including the Koh-i-noor, have been confis- 
cated under Article II. They were not surrendered by the Maha- 
rajah Duleep Singh, but they were seized by the Government of 
India. 

If the Maharajah's personal assent or authority w^as required for 
the surrender and assignment of the Koh-i-noor, it must have 
been also required for the assignment of the remaining jew^els and 
personal property. But no such assent or authority w’as given. 
Therefore the appropriation of the Maharajah’s personal property 
by Lord Dalhousie was entirely unauthorised and unwarrantable. 

The fact that the contents of the jewel-room w’ere known to be 
the Maharajah’s private property and not State property, is fur- 
thermore proved by Lord Dalhousie having taken upon himself, in 
the arbitrary process of distribution, to allow' the Maharajah 

^ Ante^ pp. 95, 101, 102. t Ante, pp. 93, 95, 101. 
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Duleep Sin^ to leUfei about a twelfth part of the Hlace jewels, 
valued at about £20,000, for his own use.* These jewels were 
oertainly not presented to His Highness as a gift; they were 
simply left in his possession. 

What, then, became of the rest of the jewels which were taken 
out of his possession ? It is understood that they were thrown 
into a Prize Fund for the troops engaged in the Punjaub cam- 
paign. If so, it was a flagrant malversation of property; for. 
Whether considered as public or private, the contents of the Palace 
jewel-room could not possibly come under the head of lawful 
Prize. The Prize or booty of an army is property taken from an 
enemy in some operation of war, as on the field of battle, or in the 
storm of a town. There was no fighting in or near the city of 
Lahore. The Maharajah Duleep Singh was not an enemy. He 
was the Ally and Ward, of the British Government, and was so 
proclaimed and upheld throughout the rebellion. His Palace, his 
possessions, and his person had been for three years in charge of 
the British Resident at Lahore, and so continued until the date of 
tlie “Terms” of 1849. 

If these things be so, it would certainly seem that, over and 
above and beyond the demands avowed in the Terms of 1849, 
Lord Dalhousie, immediately after their conclusion, enforced cer- 
tain exactions at the expense and to the detriment of the Maha- 
rajah Duleep Singh, which were not imposed or sanctioned by 
those Terms. 

If these things be so, whatever might have lieen his position, had 
he and his advisers been exposed to the “ mercy” of Lord Dalhousie 
by any want of “alacrity” in signing the Terms of 1849,t the Ma- 
harajah Duleep Singh, appealing to these Terms, is in the position 
of a person with whom a bargain was made, and from whom much 
more than the proper proceeds of that bargain have been extorted. 
And his position, on legal and moral principles, is not weaker but 
stronger, because, at the time of the bargain being made, he was 
an infant and the weaker party, nor because the stronger party, at 
the time of the bargain l^ihg made, and for several subsequent 
years, was the infanvs Guardian and Trustee. 

+ p. 101. 


* Ante, p. 95. 




